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Current Topics. 


The New Statutes. 

THE STATUTES which were passed before Parliament rose for 
Christmas included the Increase of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (War Restrictions) Act, the Trading with the Enemy 
(Extension of Powers) Act, the Evidence (Amendment) Act, 
the Finance (No. 2) Act, the Judicial Committee Act, and the 
Indictments Act, but only the Finance Act has at present been 
printed. We noticed the Increase of Rent, &c., Act last week, 
and we have already indicated the nature of the Evidence 
(Amendment) Act, and the Indictments Act (ante, pp. 100, 
102). The Judicial Commitee Act empowers that tribunal to 
sit in more than one division. The Trading with the Enemy 
(Extension of Powers) Act is intended to prevent trading with 
the enemy through the instrumentality of persons in neutral 
countries. We gather that a ‘‘ black list ’’ will be prepared of 
persons not resident in enemy countries—and not, therefore, 
enemies ’’—with whom, ‘‘ by reason of enemy nationality or 
enemy association,’’ it is expedient to prevent trading, and 
such trading may be prohibited by Proclamation accordingly. 
During the discussion of the Bill the Home Secretary indicated 
that a further measure was to be introduced giving additional 
powers of dealing with enemy businesses in this country. But, 
of course, any such measure will require careful consideration, 
since businesses here, of whatever nature, presumably employ 
3ritish labour, and subserve British needs. Even in war it 
must not be forgotten that nations require mutual services, 
and this is the foundation of the system of licences for trading 
with the enemy which are met with so frequently in former 
wars. 


“é 


Short Cuts in Divorce Cases. 

Ir seems a pity that in Lipman v. Lipman (ante, p. 157) 
Horrince, J., did not see his way to take the short cut adopted 
by the late Lord Gorett in Dowling v. Dowling (1898, P. 228), 
and Sir Samvet Evans in Bourne v. Bourne (1913, P. 164). A 
separation between husband and wife contained the usual 
covenant restrictive of proceedings for matrimonial wrongs 
prior to its execution, and also a provision avoiding the deed 
in the event of subsequent judicial separation. The wife 
afterwards sued for divorce, alleging adultery subsequent to 
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the deed and cruelty prior to it. While the deed stood she 
could not rely on the cruelty, but the Court found that she was 
entitled to a judicial separation because of the adultery. 
Therefore she could treat the deed as avoided by the decree of 
judicial separation, and bring a subsequent petition for divorce 
founded on the cruelty and the adultery. The simpler course 
suggested by counsel was that the Court should grant the 
larger relief in the pending action, allowing proof of the prior 
cruelty immediately on, or perhaps before, the decree of 
judicial separation being pronounced. But in view of Ke nnedy 
v. Kennedy (1907, P. 49), where it was held that a separation 
deed, unless repudiated by substantial breaches, cannot be 
ignored in this way, Horripce, J., felt bound to limit the 
relief granted at the first action to a decree of separation. The 
practical effect is simply to increase the ultimate cost of obtain- 
ing the divorce in order to satisfy a technicality which has no 
substance in it, 


The Drafting of Enactments Regulating Appeals 
from Disciplinary Tribunals to the High Court. 

A curious example of the present system of parliamentary 
drafting is afforded by ord. 59, rr. 19, 20, of the Rules 
of the Supreme Court, which were added to the existing rules 
in January, 1904. Rule 19 gives an appeal from any deci- 
sion of the Central Midwives Board under the Midwives Act, 
1902, to the Divisional Court by notice of motion, sup- 
ported by affidavit, or, if the Court so direct on the hearing of 
the motion, by oral evidence, and by rule 20 the notice of 
motion is to be filed in the Crown Office and the appeal set 
down in the Crown Paper for hearing as if it were an appeal 
from an inferior court. Referring to the Midwives Act, 
1902, we find that it is an Act for the better training of mid- 
wives, and one of its objects is to place midwives under an 
administrative Board, who are authorized to frame rules regu- 
lating their own proceedings, and to remove from the roll 
the name of any midwife for disobeying the rules or other 
misconduct. By section 4 of the Act, ‘‘ any woman thinking 
herself aggrieved by any decision of the Board removing 
her name from the roll of midwives may appeal therefrom to 
the High Court of Justice but no further appeal shall be 
allowed.’’ Why, then, was it necessary to supplement the pro 
cedure under this appeal by an addition to the portentous 
bulk of the Judicature Rules without anything in the Act 
giving the appeal to guide the practitioner to the provision 
regulating the procedure on appeal? The High Court hears 
appeals from many different tribunals, but we hope it will not 
always be necessary to search the Judicature Rules for the 
procedure on every such appeal. 

Authority of a Tramway Conductor, 

TWo RECENT cases, the later of which went to the House of 
Lords, are full of instruction in more than one principle of the 
common law In Whittaker v. London County Council 
(1915, 2 K. B. 676), as well as in Hutchins (Pauper) v. 
London County Council (ante, p. 156), one of the points at 
issue was the same In each case a tramway conductor was 
alleged to have ejected a passenger from the car in the mistaken 
belief that he was trying to evade payment of his fare; and in 
each case one plea on behalf of the defendant tramway com- 
pany was that no power to eject for such non-payment of fare 
was vested in the company, so that on the well-known principle 
laid down in the leading case of Poulton v. London and South- 
Western Railway Co. (L. R. 2 Q. B. 534), no such authority 
could be deemed to be delegated by it to its tramway conductor 
so as to fix the company with liability for a wrongful exercise 
by him of such right. This view was supported by a 
reference (1) to the Tramway Act, 1870, which does 
not mention a right to eject trespassing passengers, 
but by sections 51 and 52 confers a right to prosecute, 
and in certain cases to arrest, such person; and (2) 
to the bye-laws of the tramway company which contained 
no provision for ejectment. But in Whittaker’s case the Divi- 
sional Court, and in Hutchins’ case the House of Lords, 
approving the Divisional Court in the previous case, has now 





definitely and clearly laid down the rule, that a tramway 
company’s rights and remedies are not limited to those con- 
ferred by statute, or by duly approved bye-laws; it retains a 
common law right to eject trespassers from its premises. 
Hence such right being intra vires of the company itself is 
within the scope of a servant’s authority, and the company is 
liable on the principle of respondeat superior if he exercises 
this right in a way which proves to be without legal justifica- 
tion. In Whittaker’s case, we may add, the alleged trespass 
consisted in attempting to travel beyond the distance covered 
by the ticket ; in /utchins’ case a refusal to pay was alleged. 
As a matter of fact, so long ago as 1872 Mr. Justice WILLEs 
anticipated this point in an obiter dictum (Bayley v. Man- 
chester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Ve., &. BR. T 
C.P., at p.417). ‘If a man were in a carriage without a 
ticket,’’ he said, ‘‘ and refused to come out, would there not 
bs authority to treat him as a trespasser and pull him out, 
using no more force than neeessary?’’ An affirmative answer 
is obvious common sense, as well as common law. 


The Onus of Proof. 

But 1n Hutchins’ case (supra) this point as to the applica- 
tion of respondeat superior was by no means the only 
interesting problem. The plaintiff was a passenger who had 
entered a tramcar after chasing it some distance, the conductor, 
more suo, refusing to stop for him. When he got in, and while 
still breathless after his run, his fare was demanded, and he 
asked the conductor to ‘‘ wait a minute ’’ ; thereupon the latter 
ejected him with violence—so ran his story. He could not 
identify the car or the conductor ; neither could the company 
trace them ; and at the trial of the action Mr. Justice RipLry 
held that there was no evidence to go to the jury. A unani- 
mous Court of Appeal affirmed this decision, and an equally 
unanimous House of Lords reversed it, ordering a new trial on 
the merits. Indeed, their lordships expressed themselves, 
rather strongly, as unable to understand how any four judges 
could be found to hold that there was no evidence to go to the 
jury. But this hardly strikes us as so surprising; since the 
car could not be traced, one is tempted to apply to the case the 
maxim about probata non probabilia. Really, however, that 
maxim is not applicable, for the plaintiff’s evidence as to the 
place where the assault took place sufficiently identifies the 
ownership of the tramcar, unless one is going to assume the 
existence of a pirate or a phantom tramcar—a ‘‘ Flying Dutch- 
man ’’ of the London streets. The legal position would seem to 
be this: Plaintiff proves an assault upon him by a 
tram conductor in an unidentified car at a_ place 
where only the defendants’ cars can possibly be found; 
if his sevidence is believed, he is entitled to succeed 
until either a justification of the assault is proved, 
or some cireumstance which shews private malice on 
the part of the conductor, in either of which events the defen- 
dants are exonerated from liability. But the onus of proving 
either rests on the defence. And since the Council made no 
attempt to discharge this onus by evidence at the trial, it 
followed that a new trial must be ordered. Since justifica- 
tion as ground of defence was apparently abandoned by the 
Council, the issue for retrial, as stated by Lord Saw, is 
simply the motive of the conductor, as disclosed by plaintiff's 
own evidence, and that is eminently a question for the jury. 


Lien for Insurance Premiums. 

THERE 1s an interesting note by Mr. J. L. THornprKe in 
the Yale Law Journal for last November on the decision of 
Astsury, J., in Re Jones’s Settlement (59 SoxicrtTors’ 
JournaL, pp. 361, 364; 1915, 1 Ch. 373). In that case a 
husband was unable to keep up the premiums on a policy on 
his life included in his marriage settlement, and they were 
paid for twenty-five years by the wife, who had the life interest 
in the policy moneys on his death. AsTBURY, J., treated this 
as a purely voluntary payment on her part. It did not bring 
her within any of the classes of persons recognized in Re Leslie 
(23 Ch. D. 552) as having a lien on the policy moneys by virtue 
of payment of premiums. It was pointed out, howeyer, in the 
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Law Quarterly Review for July (vol. 31, p. 257), that the 
enumeration in Re Leslie was not necessarily exhaustive (see 
per Linpiey, L.J., in Strutt v. Tippett, 62 L.T. 475), and it 
was suggested that the case was really within the analogy of 
payment of expenses of renewal of leaseholds by a tenant for 
life, a payment which is recognized as giving a charge on the 
leaseholds (Jones v. Jones, 5 Hare, 440; Bradford v. Brown- 
john, L. R. 3 Ch. 711). Mr. ‘tHornpIkeE points out that 
Fry, J., in Re Leslie, considered the analogy of tenant for life 
renewing a leasehold, and held that it was not applicable : — 
“The equities governing the relation of tenant for life and 
remainder are peculiar.’’ Re Leslie, however, was not a 
case of payment by a tenant for life. In Re Jones AstBury, 
J., dismissed the analogy with the remark :—‘‘ The wife was 
not a tenant for life in possession of these policy moneys when 
she made these payments.’’ But Mr. THornpike points out 
that in Bradford v. Brownjohn (supra) the payments for re- 
newal were in fact made by a tenant for life before his estate 
for life had come into possession, and yet he was held to be 
entitled to reimbursement. ‘‘ The wife,’’ says Mr. Tuorn- 
DIKE, ‘‘ was one of the persons entitled successively to the 
benefit of the fund arising from the policies, and there was no 
authority precluding her from a claim on the fund for what 
she had paid in preserving it for the benefit of all.’’ There 
certainly seems a strong argument for differentiating this from 
the case of payment by a mere stranger, but we have not 
noticed that there was any appeal from the decision of 
Astsury, J. Possibly this is because the parties discovered 
and acted on Mr. THoRNDIKE’s suggestion that the limitations 
under the appointment to the daughter and only child of the 
marriage for life, and then to her children born within twenty- 
one years after the death of survivor of the settlor and his 
wife who attained twenty-one, were void for remoteness, since 
this really allowed forty-two years from the death of persons in 
esse at the date of the settlement. The learned judge held 
that the appointment could not be revoked by the settlor’s 
widow in order to secure a benefit to herself, since the power 
of revocation is fiduciary; but if Mr. THornpiKE’s point is 
good—and it seems to be so—no revocation was necessary, 
and he observes that a release ‘of the power of appointment 
would secure the desired end. 


Concealed Fraud and the Real Property Limita- 
tion Acts. 
THE STATUTORY limit of twelve years for the recovery of land 
appears to act harshly when the claimant has been in ignor- 
ance of his right, and he naturally looks round to discover if 


he can make out a case of ‘‘ concealed fraud’’ within section 


26 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833. But this is 
rarely practicable. It requires, ‘‘ first, that there has been 
concealed fraud; secondly, that he and his predecessors in 
title have been deprived of the land by the fraud; and, 
thirdly, that the fraud has not been discovered, and could not 
with reasonable diligence have been discovered,’’ within twelve 
years before action brought (per Linpiey, L.J., in Willis v. 
Earl Howe, 1893, 2 Ch. 545, at p. 549). Examples of con- 
cealed fraud alleged in the cases are—tampering with registers 
(Vane v. Vane, 8 Ch. 383; Chetham v. Hoare, 9 Eq. 571), 
the destruction of a tombstone (Lawrence v. Norreys, 15 App. 
Cas. 210), and the putting forward of an illegitimate child as the 
lawful heir (Wilis v. Earl Howe, supra). But even if the 
initial difficulty of proving such fraud can be got over, it must 
be shewn that the claimant was deprived of the land through 
the fraud, and that it could not with reasonable diligence have 
been discovered earlier. Questions of this kind arise when a 
voluntary conveyance is made and is concealed from the donee. 
Such was the case in Re McCallum (1901, 1 Ch. 143), where A, 
in 1884, conveyed a freehold house to his wife, and within a 
month the wife conveyed it to her daughter, but concealed the 
deed from her, intending that it should only be communicated 
to her in certainevents. The wife died in 1888, and A in 1899, 
having continued in possession of the house until his death. 
By his will he devised all the residue of his property to his 
niece. The niece entered, and on the daughter claiming the 
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house she set up the statute. The daughter tried to avoid it 
by alleging her mother’s concealed fraud, and apparently there 
was concealed fraud, but by the wrong person. The fraud 
which will exclude the statute must be the fraud of the defen- 
dant or his predecessors in title; so the majority of the Court 
of Appeal held, and since there were no fraud in A or his 
devisee, the daughter’s title was extinguished. A similar 
question arose recently before Pererson, J., in Re Levesley 
(ante, p. 142), but the case differed in that there was no 
evidence of designed concealment. A father in 1900 conveyed 
certain property to his two sons in equal shares, but continued 
m possession, and did not communicate the deed to them. He 
sold part of the property, and died in 1914, having devised 
the rest. If there had been a concealed fraud—that is, as the 
learned judge put it, ‘‘a fraud deliberately contrived by the 
person charged with it’’—which could not have been dis- 
covered, the statute would have been excluded; but in the 
circumstances he failed to find this, and the claims on behalf 
of the estates of the sons, both of whom were dead, failed. 


How Busy Counsel Read Their Briefs. 

THE mucH regretted death of Lord ALveRsTONE has drawn 
attention to the undoubted fact that in a long and eminently 
successful career at the Bar he continued with unceasing 
certainty to master, not merely the principal points, but the 
innermost details of the huge mass of briefs and papers which 
day after day were left at his chambers or private residence. 
Lord ALVERSTONE availed himself, no doubt, of the organized 
assistance of different members of the Bar, but this assistance 
never led him to neglect a perusal of his instructions, which 
was only achieved by a resolute adherence to his habit of early 
rising. This habit has been by no means universal among 
those who have succeeded in the profession. Sir JAMES 
Scartert, one of the busiest leaders of the English Bar, tells 
us that he practically got up his cases in consultation with his 
juniors, making an abstract of the chief points and authorities 
on the back of his brief. He tells us that he had no time 
to do more, and that he knew from experience that it was 
difficult. to forecast how a case would shape itself at the hear- 
ing. Coming to a later period, we were told by a learned 
member of the House of Lords that he read his cases in bed, 
beginning at an early hour. This procedure appears to us 
to be not quite consistent with the necessary research, and to be 
attended with some risk of cramps and physical fatigue. The 
risk seems to have been avoided by the late J. T. Batu, Q.C., 
afterwards Lord Chancellor of Ireland. Mr. Joun ADYE 
Curran, K.C., in his ‘‘ Reminiscences,’’ just published, 
describes how he was on the same circuit with the eminent 
Queen’s Counsel. The werk was fairly heavy, and Mr. Batu 
not much inclined for work, particularly during the summer 
months. He usually went to bed about ten o’clock, and Mr. 
Curran, at his request, followed after a short time, and, while 
Mr. Batu was lying in bed, read for him slowly each brief. 
There were always a number of these briefs, and Mr. Batu, 
we are told, studied them no more, but was always thoroughly 
up in the facts next morning. His practice has certainly the 
advantage over that of the Englishman, in that it keeps clear 
of all fatigue in the handling of papers. Having regard, how- 
ever, to the nature of many of these papers and the usual effect 
of reading aloud on listeners in a recumbent position, we can- 
not but think that there were some disadvantages in the plan 
adopted by the Trish advocaté. 


Lawyer Politicians and Men of Business. 

THe comptatnt that lawyers are too plentiful is heard in 
every country in the civilized world, and it not unfrequently 
takes the form of a protest against the introduction of lawyers 
into politics to the exclusion of men of business and experi- 
ence. While it cannot be disputed that a large proportion of 
those who have taken a prominent position in the legislative 
chambers and assemblies of Europe and America have in early 
life entered the legal profession, it would in many cases be 
found that their attention was soon diverted from it and that 
it could not truthfully be said that they had procured any 
special training from their connection with the law. A suc- 
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cessful politician must owe a large part of his success to the 
results of observation and experience, and observation and 
experience cannot readily be cultivated by lawyers without 
clients in the short interval before quitting their vocation for 
one more suitable to their ambition. It may, on the other 
hand, be allowed that a fair proportion of those who migrate 
from the legal profession have more than the average aptitude 
for speaking in public, and have had also a somewhat better 
education than those who are destined for the pursuits of 
commerce. With regard to the exclusion of men of business, 
it may well be that the attention of those who might be ex- 
pected to compete successfully with men who have followed 
the law is often diverted by the gains of their calling until 
they have reached a period of life when changes are difficult. 





The Legal Departments Report. 
ITI. 


Departmental Organization.—After dealing with the 
principles of organization the Report passes to the organiza- 
tion of the different Departments, namely :—(i.) The Central 
Office (and the Court of Criminal Appeal) ; (ii.) the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division ; (iii.) the Chancery Division ; 
(iv.) the Lunacy Departments; (v.) the Taxing Office; (vi.) 
the Bankruptcy Offices; (vi.) the Supreme Court Pay Office ; 
(viii.) the Official Solicitor; (ix.) the Clerks of Assize; and 
(x.) the Land Registry. 

(i) The Central Office (and ‘he Court of Criminal A ppeal). 
The Central Office was formed in 1880 by the amalgamation of 
the offices of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas and Exchequer 
Divisions, and it includes eight Departments, namely :—'The 
Writ, &c., Filing, Associates, Summons and Orders, Crown 
Office, Bills of Sale, King’s Remembrancer, and Masters’ 
Secretary Departments. ‘The organization of the office rests 
on a scheme prepared by Lord CoLeripce’s Committee of 
1886-1887. There has been a slight reduction since then in 
the number of clerks, the total now being sixty-nine; and in 
view of the freduction of work shewn by the Judicial Statistics, 
the Commissioners think that primd facie there is room for 
a further reduction. At the time of Lord CoLertpGe’s Com- 
mittee the number of Masters was eighteen ; there are now six 
King’s Bench Masters, in addition to the Master of the Crown 
Office, who acts as Registrar to the Court of Appeal, and two 
Assistant Masters. Master Macponetit (Evidence, p. 64) 
urged an ingrease in the number, but the Commissioners 
suggest that, if any relief is required, it should be effected by 
devolving some of the less important work on the senior clerks. 
In general, however, the Report leaves the Central Office alone, 
though it recommends that the clerks should be more freely 
moved from one Department to another with a view to their 
learning the whole of the work of the Office, and so 
becoming more eligible for promotion. Mr. J. BR. B. 
Grecory, of the firm of Messrs. RAWLE, JOHNSTONE, 
& Co., who gave evidence on behalf of the Law 
Society, suggested (Evidence, pp. 121, 122) that solicitors 
should be eligible for appointment as King’s Bench Masters, 
but he admitted that there was less reason for solicitcrrs being 
Masters in the King’s Bench than in the Chancery Division, 
since in the King’s Bench Division the Masters have no control 
of a staff. Moreover, there are administrative duties in the 
Chancery Division which make a solicitor’s experience valuable 
there. Naturally, Mr. Disturnat, K.C., who gave evidence 
for the Bar Council, took the view that the present practice of 
appointing King’s Bench Masters from the Bar should con- 
tinue, but no suggestion seems to have been made that the 
Masterships in the Chancery Division should be open to the 
Bar. On the other hand, the evidence, so far as we have 
noticed, was uniformly in favour of retaining these offices for 
solicitors, and, not to mention the evidence of solicitors and of 
Chancery Masters, we may note the following question put to 
Mr. Austen-CarTmeE ct and his reply (Evidence, p. 139): — 

47,635. What do you think is the necessary experience and 





qualification for appointment as a Chancery Master ?—I think th 
most fully qualified man is a solicitor who has been in substantial 
practice as a principal, or at any rate as a managing clerk with a 
firm of very high standing indeed. The best man is a man from 
thirty-five to forty-five years of age who has had a considerable 
number of years’ responsible experience as a principal, 

(ii.) The Probate, 
recommendations of the Commissioners under this head are in 
the main concerned with details of arrangement into which 
we need not enter. It is pointed out that the employment of 
typewriting for the registered copies of wills, which was intro- 
duced on the recommendation of the Committee of 1893, has 
proved quite successful and could probably he extended in other 
directions; and it is suggested that a portion of the work 
should be entrusted to women, including all the typing and 
probably all the work of the Calendar and Literary Depart- 
ments, and some of the work of the Record Keeper’s Depart- 
ment, the remainder of which might be assigned to messengers. 
The most important recommendation relates to the transaction 
of probate business by correspondence. At present in the 
Principal Probate Registry business is not, as a rule, trans- 
acted in this way; in the District Registry correspondence is 
recognized as a means of conducting business in lieu of per- 
sonal applications, but the Registrars charge an additional fee, 
as an ‘‘ agency fee,’’ and these fees are, the Report says, fixed 
by the Registrars at their own discretion and retained for 
their own use, although similar work is done without charge in 
the case of personal applications. Sir Samvet Evans, in his 
evidence before the Commission (Evidence, pp. 645, 646), 
expressed himself as strongly in favour of introducing corre- 
spondence work in the Principal Registry as well as in the 
District Registries, and of abolishing the agency fees; and the 
Commissioners agree with him in both respects. They say: 

We therefore recommend that the public should be allowed to 
transact business by correspondence in London as well as in the 
provinces, and that the present system of ‘‘agency fees’’ in the 
provinces should be abolished. If any readjustment of probate 
fees is required to cover an increase of expenditure involved in 
this change, we think that the fees for correspondence should be 
kept as low as possible, and should only be charged in cases which 
involve additional work other than the mere writing of a letter. 
All fees charged for correspondence should be paid into the 
Exchequer. 


Divorce, and Admiralty Division.—The 


The question of compensation to the District Registrars is 
dealt with subsequently. 


(iii.) The Chancery Division.—The Report describes the 
work of the Chancery Masters, laying emphasis on its being 
both judicial and administrative in its nature, and calls atten- 
tion to the “linked ’’ judges system, under which the six 
Chancery Judges work in pairs, and the twelve Masters are 
divided into three groups, the four in each group being 
assigned to one of the three pairs of judges; and the Report 
also describes the work of the nine Registrars. Under the 
Court of Chancery Act, 1841 (5 Vict. c. 5), amy vacancy 
among the Registrars is filled up by the appointment of the 
senior of the clerks to the Registrars, ‘‘ to whom no sufficient 
objection to the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor ’’ is made 
(see also the Court of Chancery (Officers) Act, 1867 (30 & 31 
Vict. c. 87), s. 8, and the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 77); and 
this seems to give the clerks a statutory right of succession sub- 
ject to their not being disqualified by incapacity ; but recent 
appointments to clerkships have been made with notice that 
there is no statutory right of succession, notwithstanding that 
section 38 of the Act of 1841 remains unrepealed, and their 
legal position is by no means clear. Mr. Farmer, the Senior 
Registrar, appears to have admitted that they had no statutory 
right to appointment, but he maintained that they had a 
tacit understanding that they would succeed (Evidence, pp. 56, 
106). This, however, was denied by Lord Murr-MAcKENZIE 
(ibid., p. 426, and see p. 10). A clerk must either be an 
admitted solicitor, or he must have served for five years under 
articles. We have already stated that the Commissioners 
recommend the amalgamation of the Registrars’ Office with the 
Chancery Chambers. At present many orders—chiefly pro- 
cedure orders—are drawn up in Chambers. But all orders on 
which the Paymaster must act, and all the longer and more 
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difficult orders of other classes, are sent to the Registrars, who, 
it may be observed, have frequently the assistance of rhinutes 
prepared by counsel. However, we have already (ante, p. 132) 
made all the comment that is necessary at present. 

As regards the staff in the Chancery Offices, the Commis- 
sioners think that it will be possible to effect large economies ; 
partly, in consequence of the reduction in the volume of the 
work in recent years; partly, by more efficient organization 
and further delegation of work; and partly, by the proposed 
amalgamation of the Chancery Chambers with the Chancery 
Registry. Before leaving this subject we may note the 
opinion expressed by Mr. W. G. Oaxsuort, managing clerk in 
the office of Messrs. SHarpeE, Prircuarp, & Co. (Evidence, 
p. 114), that ‘‘ there is no delay to speak of now on the 
Chancery side.’’ As a rule this may be so, but we are afraid 
that there are serious exceptions in cases which require 
protracted attention. Of course, a “‘ long appointment ’’ will 
be given where necessary, and Master Romer described the 
system under which long and short appointments are given 
(Evidence, p. 48). But if one long appointment is not enough, 
we believe there are no facilities for proceeding with the matter 
de die in diem until it is finished, and this means indefinite 
delay. 

(iv.) Lunacy Departments.—The two Masters in Lunacy 
each have a salary of £2,000 per annum. ‘They have adminis. 
trative work similar to that of the Chancery Masters, but they 
can only be appointed from the Bar, and even so, the office— 
as the last appointment shews—is not always conferred upon 
members of the Bar whose experience fits them for it. ‘the 
Commissioners recommend that solicitors should be eligible for 
appointment, and they consider that one Master could do all 
the work. Accordingly they recommend that, on the next 
vacancy, oneof the Masterships should be suppressed. Of the 
three Visitors, two must be qualified medical practitioners and 
one a barrister; but the Commissioners point out that the 
Legal Visitdf has rarely any legal duties fo perform, and, in 
fact, performs substantially the same functions as the Medical 
Visitors. They say :— 

There appears therefore to be little justification for the retention 
of the special legal qualification. On the other hand, it is desir- 
able that the Visitors should not be exclusively medical. We 
recommend therefore that one of them should continue to be a lay 
man though not necessarily a lawyer. We recommend also that, as 
many of the patients to be visited are women, one of the Medical 
Visitors should in future be a woman. 

(v.) The Taxing Office.—Interesting evidence as to the 
decline of litigation owing to the war was given by Master 
Baxer, the Senior Taxing Master. The average volume of 
taxation for the year is about £1,500,000, and in the last 
year there has been a fall of £111,000 on the King’s Bench 
side, and £77,000 on the Chancery side. ‘* Tt is,’’ he said 
(Evidence, p. 75), ‘‘ quite a phenomenal fall, and I can only 
attribute it to the war, and 1 imagine, when the war is over, 
litigation will be making up for lost time, and there will be a 
rush of it.’’ This sounds hopeful. The present Taxing Uffice 
was formed in 1902, on the recommendation of a Committee 
presided over by Lord ALverstonE, which sat in the previous 
year. The object was to amalgamate the systems of taxation 
in the Chancery Division and King’s Benth Division, with a 
view to introducing uniformity (Evidence, pp. 16, 74). 
Probate, Admiralty, Bankruptcy, Winding-up, and Lunacy 
all have separate taxation officers, and the Commissioners do 
not recommend a general centralization of all the taxing 
offices, since the taxation in the departments just mentioned is 
ot a specialized character, and closely connected with their 
other work. The present number of Taxing Masters of the 
Supreme Court is eleven, and the Comn.issioners suggest that, 
by delegating more of the routine work to the clerks, it should 
be possible to make a considerable reduction in the number of 
Masters. These officers may be either barristers or solicitors, 
but, in fact, only one is a barrister, and obviously a solicitor’s 
experience is a better training for the work than that of a 
barrister. Master Baker (Evidence, p. 75) suggested that 
the addition of one or two members of the Bar was useful. 





‘‘ We then get an independent mind,”’ and he said that before 
1902 all the King’s Bench costs, or practically all, were taxed 
by barristers. On the other hand, Mr. J. R. B. Grecory, 
speaking on behalf of the Law Society, said: —‘‘ I have no 
hesitation whatever in saying that a solicitor, and a solicitor 
only, should be appointed a taxing master’’ (Evidence, 
p. 122). The Commissioners make no suggestion on the point. 


( To be continue d.) 








Reviews. 


Magistrates’ Practice. 


Tue MAGIsTRATE’s GENERAL Practice: Berna A CoMPENDIUM OF 
THE LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO MATTERS OcCUPYING THE 
ATTENTION OF CoURTS oF SUMMARY JURISDICTION, PENALTIES 
ON SUMMARY CONVICTIONS, MAGISTRATE’s CALENDAR, &c. WitH 
AN APPENDIX OF STATUTES, RULES AND Forms. sy CHARLES 
MILNER ATKINSON, M.A. and LL.M. (Cantab.), Stipendiary 
Magistrate for the City of Leeds. Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 20s. : 
The chief feature of this edition of Mr. Atkinson’s useful manual 

of Magistrates’ Law is the incorporation of the Criminal Justice 

Administration Act, 1914, some portions of which came _ into 

operation on Ist December, 1914, but the greater part not till 1st 

April, 1915. On that date also the Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 

1915, which were required for the working of the Act, also came into 

operation. These superseded the Rules of 1886, and, with the 

Forms, are set out in the Appendix, while the alterations have 

necessitated considerable changes in the body of the work. The 

general principles applicable to proceedings before magistrates are 
stated in the first four chapters ; the fifth chapter is devoted to 
certain special matters, such as appeals to Quarter Sessions and by 

Special Case, Documentary and Expert Evidence, and Industrial 

and Reformatory Schools ; and Chapter VI., which occupies the 

greater part of the book, summarizes under alphabetical arrangement 
the various particular offences with which magistrates may 
have to deal. Considerable space is devoted to the exposition 
of questions arising under the Licensing Laws, includin 
the renewal and transfer of licences, and under “ Landlor 
and Tenant” the statutory provisions as to recovery of possession, 
and the changes introduced by the Law of Distress Amendment 

Act, 1908, as to distress on the goods of under tenants and lodgers, 

are conveniently stated. This section also introduces the Courts 

(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, which places restrictions both on 

the recovery of rent and the recovery of possession. As regards 

the recovery of possession, it will now be necessary to have regard 
also to the Increase of Rent, &c., Act, 1915, which has just been 
passed. Emergency legislation is also noticeable in the section 
dealing with Trading with the Enemy, and the provisions of the 

Trading with the Enemy Act, 1914, and the first amending Act, 

also of 1914, are outlined. But the second amending Act —(1915, 

5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 79)—deserved, perhaps, more than a marginal 

reference, since it introduced the requirement that debts of £50 or 

upwards due to alien enemies must be notified to the Public 

Trustee, with heavy penalties for default. The book has been very 

carefully edited and brought up to date. 





Rating. 

A Copr or THE LAW oF RATING AND PRocEDURE-ON APPEAL, WITH 
AN APPENDIX CONTAINING ALL THE STATUTES IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE LAW OF RATING FULLY ANNOTATED, AND SPECIMENS 
or Vatuations Maps For THE Purposes or Ratinc. By 
SytvaiIn Mayer, B.A., Ph.D., K.C. ‘nirp Eprrion. T. Werner 
Laurie (Limited). 25s. net. 

In this work Mr. Sylvain Mayer has codified in 141 articles the law 
of rating, and has added in an Appendix the statutory provisions 
on the subject. The articles of the Code are were and 
explained by a detailed statement of case law, and the book deals 
with a difficult and complicated branch of the law in an able and 
lucid manner. The extent to which case law is required for the 
explanation of an apparently simple rule is well shewn by the 
comments on Art. 6 :—“ To make an occupier liable for poor rate such 
occupier must be the exclusive occupier.” Undoubtedly, but to 
ascertain when any particular occupation is exclusive it is necessary 
to have recourse to judicial decisions, such as L. and NV, W. Ry. Co. 
v. Buckmaster (L. R.10 Q. B. 70, 444), and the recent Divisional Court 
decision in Young & Co. v. Liverpool Assessment Committee (1911, 
2 K. B. 195). These and other relevant cases are conveniently sum- 
marized. The rating of railways has‘given rise to much litigation, and 
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the rules which have been evolved are stated in some twenty Articles. 
Article 36, which says: “ The rateable value of a railway company 
may be enhanced by non-parochial earnings,” is another case of 
a short rule requiring lengthy illustration from the Reports, though, 
having regard to the Ban/ury case (1909, A. C. 78) and to the 
reversal, since this book was printed, by the House of Lords of the 
Court of Appeal decision in Great Western Railway Co. v. Ham 


mersmith Assessment Committee (59 Soiicrrors’ JouRNAL, 744), the 
Article and the comments on it seem to require some modification. 
The specimen valuations of railway and other undertakings given 
in the Appendix are a useful feature of the book, which has in the 
present edition been thoroughly revised and brought up to date. 





Legal Diaries. 


Lecat Directory, 1916. 
Waterlow & Sons 


ALMANAC AND 
OF PUBLICATION. 


Tue Soricrrors’ Diary, 
SEVENTY-SECOND YEAR 
(Limited). 

THe Lawyer's ComMpANION AND Dtary, 1916. 
LAYMAN, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. SeventiIeTH ANNUAL 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Shaw & Sons. 5s. 

Sweet & Maxwe.w’s Diary ror Lawyers ror 1916, Edited by 
Francis A. Stringer, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of 
Justice, and Puitiure Crark, of the Central Office. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); Manchester: Meredith, Ray & Littler. 
3s. 6d. net. 

Tue Lecat Diary 
or PuBLication. Waterlow Bros. (Limited). 

These various diaries the practitioner ample scope for 
selection, but prob bly he has grown accustomed to one, and its tried 
qualities give him assistance from year to year. Where all are so 
useful and replete with information it would be invidious for us to 
select. The first named in the list—the Solicitors’ Diary—which is 
nearing the end of the third quarter of its century—after the blank 
pages devoted to the diary and accounts, gives full information as 
to Government and legal offices, with lists of counsel and London 
and country solicitors, including thsir addresses, and also a list of 
Colonial and Foreign lawyersand Public Notaries with their London 
Agents. Then follow practical directions and suggestions on preparing 
deeds, papers, &c., for registration at the various Public Offices, with 
details as to the practice and fees at the Land Registry. Other 
matter includes information as to oaths and affidavits, &c., with the 
tables of costs under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, and a table 
of cases under that Act and the Remuneration Order, and informa 
tion as to Death Duties and Stamp Duties, and the Index to the 
principal statutes is a useful feature of the work. 

The Lawyer's Companion and Diary commences with the miscel- 
laneous information which the lawyer requires to have at hand for 
ready reference, and here will be found tables of costs and High 
Court and County Court Time Tables, and notes as to County, 
Local Government and Parish business for each month. ‘The diary 
pages occupy the middle of the volume, and then follow the law lists 
with the lists of various officials—County Court Registrars, town 
clerks, coroners, &c., concluding with a list of the practising members 
(London and Country) of the Institute of Chartered Accountants, 
and the London Bankers. 

Sweet and Maxwell's Diary for lawyers has the blank pages at the 
end, a whole page to each day. The first part commences with a 
gazetteer of towns, &c., in England and Wales, showing the County 
Court Districts and the District High Court Registries in which 
they are situate, with the lists of provincial and other legal officers, 
a directory of the officials at the Royal Courts of Justice, 
showing the exact location of each. <A useful feature is the list of 
principal statutes in force, indexed alphabetically under their 
subjects ; the item “ War’ including the Emergency Legislation of 
1914-15. There is a lengthy section dealing with court fees, costs 
and stamp duties. 

The Jegal Diary and Almanac has a useful variation on the 
ordinary law lists. These include, counsel, and town and country 
solicitors, the country solicitors being given under their towns; and 
then follows an alphabetical list of all the latter solicitors with their 
towns. There are also lists of Irish and Scottish solicitors and of 
American and other foreign lawyers, and of English solicitors with 
oftices abroad. The information comprises, moreover, details as to the 
Land Registry and the Public Trustee, and as to applications for 
patents. The list of stamp duties and certain other matters are placed 
at the beginning of the volume, the diary pages and pages for rents 
due, &e., tollowing. All the diaries we have noticed are compiled 
and printed with great care and with a view to the user’s con- 
venience. 
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In the House of Commons on 21st December Mr. Asquith informed 
Mr. King that a Bill relating to statute law revision was in preparation 
and was likely to be introduced early next session, 





‘Correspondence. 


Foreign Corporations and the Helding of Land. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Referring to the articles of Mr. Cyprian Williams in 
your issues of the 20th and 27th November on the capacity of 
Foreign Corporations to hold land in England it would seem that no 
Foreign Corporation can hold land either in Kngland or in a British 
Possession. The Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1890, does not 
apply to a British Possession, nor will the doctrine of escheat, so that 
it would seem doubtful what status or capacity a Foreign Corporation 
would have for holding land in a British Possession. 

Itis common knowledge that numerous foreign companies have 
in fact purchased and now hold land in British Colonies without 
having been incorporated either in England or in a_ British 
Possession. 

The point does not seem to have been decided in any Court of Law, 
nor is the point dealt with in any of the text books. The conclusion 
would seem to be that no Foreign Corporation which has not 
incorporated itself under the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 
and has not any special Colonial ordinance of its own, can legally 
hold land in a British Possession. Gr». W. Epwarps. 

6, Castle Street, Liverpool, Dec. 24. 


An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


By Arrnur L. B. Taesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, Vol. 59, page 664.) 


(1) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS “‘ ACCIDENTS ARISING 
OUT OF, AND IN THE COURSE OF, THE EMPLOY- 
MENT,” 

Baker v. Earl of Bradford (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
Bankes and Warrington, L.JJ., 5th November, 1915). 

Facts.—At the respondents’ pit colliers were in the habit of arriving 
it, and leaving, the pit by means of the “ brow,’’ at which there were 
rails and tubs and machinery for raising the tubs. At the ordinary 
times for arrival and departure this machinery was not in use. A collier 
was leaving the pit, with permission, earlier than usual; he went to 
the ‘‘ brow,’’ where tubs were being moved. He was told by the jig 
browman to wait until four more tubs were jigged. He waited until 
the tubs were stationary, and then, before the stop-block was covered, 
pushed between two of the tubs. His doing so caused the tubs to start 
travelling down the incline, and he was killed. The county court judge 
held that the collier, by his own conduct, had exposed himself to an 
added peril which was not incidental to the employment, and made an 
award in favour of the employers. é 

Dectston (Bankes, L.J., dissenting).—The judge was right. (From 
note taken in court. Case reported L. 7’. newspaper, 13th November, 
1915, p. 30.) 

Cooper v. North-Eastern Railway Co. (C.A.: Lord Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Bankes and Warrington, L.JJ., 9th and 
25th November, 1915). 

Facts.—An engine-driver was engaged with his engine in shunting 
operations on 16th December, 1914, when a German squadron started 
to bombard the town. The engine-driver took shelter, but shortly 
afterwards returned to his engine to open the injector, which was neces 
On his way back to shelter he was struck by a splinter and 
seriously injured. A large number of people at Hartlepool were killed 
or wounded at the time. The county court judge held that the fact tiat 
the engine-driver was on duty did not expose him to greater risk than 
the rest of the public at Hartlepool at the time, and refused to award 
compensation. 

Dectston.—The judge was right in holding that the accident did not 
arise out of theemployment. (From note taken in court. Case reported 
Soricrtors’ Journnat, 4th December, 1915, p. 105; TJ'imes, 26th Novem- 
ber, 1915; L. J. newspaper, 4th December, 1915, p. 592; Z. 7’. news: 
paper, 4th December, 1915.) 

Clayton v. Hardwick Colliery Co. (Limited) (H.L.: Ear! 
Loreburn, Lords Atkinson, Shaw, Parmoor and Wren- 


bury, 7th December, 1915). 

The appellant, a boy of fourteen, was employed at a colliery 
as a belt-lad. Several boys were so employed picking out dirt and 
stones from the coal as it passed on slow-moving belts. One of these 
boys threw a stone at the appellant, which resulted in his losing the 
sight of one eye. A notice was fixed near by prohibiting stone throw- 
ing, but evidence was given that the boys did occasionally throw stones 


sary. 


Facts. 











1s in 
y of 
at no 
ritish 
8 not 
that 
ation 


have 
he mt 
‘itish 


Law, 
sion 

not 
L908, 
gally 


ving 
vere 
ary 
llier 
t to 
jig 
intil 
red, 
tart 
idge 
} an 
> an 


rom 


ber, 


ns- 
ind 


Jan. 1. 1916 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





[Vol. 60.) 173 








at each other for the purpose of attracting each other’s attention. The 
county court judge held that the throwing of the stone was a tortious 
act, but that the nature of the appellant’s employment was such as to 
expose him to a special] risk of stones being thrown by other boys, and 
made an award in his favour. The Court of Appeal reversed this 
award. 

Decision.—It was a question of fact, and there was evidence, if slight, 
to support the finding of the judge. (From note taken in court. Case 
reported Soricitors’ Journat, 18th December, 1915, p. 138; Times, 9th 
December, 1915; W. N., 11th December, 1915; Z. J. newspaper, 18th 
December, 1915, p. 616; LZ. 7. newspaper, 18th December, 1915, p. 130.) 


(2) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS “INCAPACITY 
RESULTING FROM AN ACCIDENT. 

Hart v. Cory Brothers (Limited) (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Bankes and Warrington, L.JJ., 3rd November, 
1915). 


Facrs.—In January, 1912, a collier lost the sight of one eye by acci- 
dent. He was paid £1 a week compensation until May, 1912, when he 
returned to work at full wages. By consent a suspensory award of ld. 
a week was made in his favour. In April, 1915, having inflammation of 
the optic nerve in the other eye, he applied for an increase in the com- 
pensation. Evidence was given that the inflammation had no connec- 
tion with the accident, and the county court judge refused to increase 
the compensation. 

Dects1on.—The judge was right; the incapacity was not due to the 
injury caused by the accident. (From note taken in court. Case 
reported Soxicrrors’ JouRNaL, 27th November, 1915, p. 89; L. 7’. news 
paper, 20th November, 1917, p. 47; W. N., 20th November, 1915, p. 
569; LZ. J. newspaper, 27th November, 1915, p. 569.) 


Jones v. Guest, Keen.d& Nettlefolds (Limited) (C.A.: Lord 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Bankes and Warrington, L.JJ., 
10th November, 1915). 


Facts.—A miner had nystagmus and was paid compensation. He 
recovered and the compensation was stopped, but he applied for an 
award on the ground that, having had nystagmus, he was liable to a 
recurrence. All the medical evidence was to the effect that he had a 
congenital defect in the eyes which increased the liability to nystagmus, 
as did also the fact that he had already had it. The county court 
judge made an award in favour of the employers. 


Decis1on.—The finding of the judge could not be interfered with. 
(From note taken in court. Case reported Soticitors’ JourNnaL, 20th 
November, 1915, p. 75.) 


(3) DECISION ON THE ASSESSMENT OF AMOUNT OF 
COMPENSATION. 
Williams vy. Hollings (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
Bankes and Warrington, L.JJ., 4th November, 1915). 


Facts.—A woman met with an accident, and evidence was given 
that her only earnings of any kind in the twelve months preceding the 
accident were the £1 12s. 11d. she had been paid by the respondent for 
picking damsons. There was no evidence of the amount earned by any 
person in the same grade at the same work under the same employer. 
The county court judge, therefore, had regard to the average weekly 
amount which would have been earned by a person in the same grade in 
the same district during the same time. He found that the work of 
picking damsons would only last about six weeks, and that the earnings 
in that time would be 70s. He therefore divided that sum by 52 to find 
the average weekly earnings, which amounted thus to about 1s. 4d. As 
the woman was only partially disabled, he awarded her compensation 
at the rate of 8d. a week. 


Dectston.—The judge had adopted a right basis for computing the 
average weekly earnings. (From note taken in court. Case reported 
L. T. newspaper, 20th November, 1915, p. 48.) 


[7'o be continued.] 








Before the Kingston bench on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, the wives 
of two soldiers at the front, each of whom has a family of six children, 
appeared to shew cause why ejectment orders should not be issued 
against them. The summonses had been adjourned at a previous hear- 
ing for the attendance of the owner of the houses, whose name was 
given as Mr. C. H. Kempton, of Southampton-row, W.C. He was, 
however, not present, but was represented. It was explained on behalf 
of the owner that not only were the two women “‘ undesirable ’’ tenants 
because their large families annoyed the neighbours, but they had got 
into arrears with their rent. The women explained that this was in 
consequence of the illness of their children. They promised, however, 
‘© pay the arrears by instalments. On this the Mayor said the bench 
would not give the landlord possession because these were the very 
people to be protected with their families, and the case was adjourned 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
House of Lords. 


BOBBEY v. W. M. CROSBIE & CO. (LIM.). 9th December, 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION—‘‘ WoRKMAN’’—CoNTRACT OF SERVICE—- 
MeMBER OF GANG EMPLOYED By SUB-CONTRACTOR TO UNLoAp BARGE— 
No Contract oF SERVICE WITH PRINCIPALS—WorkK UNDERTAKEN BY 
PRINCIPAL—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 78), 
ss. 4 anp 13. 


Tn circumatances that raised the question whether the applicant, one 
of a gang of men engaged to unload a barge, was employed by the ganger 
or by the respondents, the county court judge found that a contract of 
service existed between the applicant and the respondents, and he made 
an award in his favour. The Court of A ppe al were of opinion that there 
was no evidence af any contract of service as found, and further, that 
the unloading was not “ work undertaken”’ by the respondents within 
the meaning of section 4 (1), and therefore they were not liable as 
principals, 

Held, that there was evidence, though only faint, upon which the 
county court judge could reasonably hold that there was a contract of 
service between the applicant and the respondents, who were therefore 
liable to compensate him for injury he received while unloading the 
barge. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (reported 112 L. T. Rep. 900, 8 
B. W. C. C. 236) reversed. 


Appeal by the workman from a decision of the Court of Appeal 
whereby an award of his Honour Judge Parry, of the county court at 
Dartford, was set aside, and judgment entered for the respondents. 
The appellant, Bobbey, was engaged by a man named Watts to assist 
in the unloading of a barge of sulphur belonging to the present re- 
spondents, W. M. Crosbie & Co., whose business was that of drug- 
grinders. The evidence was that the firm’s invariable practice had been 
to get their barges unloaded by men not usually in their employment, and 
that in reference to this barge they wrote to Watts. He came and saw 
their managing director, and agreed to undertake the unloading of the 
sulphur into the respondents’ sacks and putting it into their warehouse 
for 1s. 6d. per ton. Watts came round with a gang, of whom Bobbey 
was one, and the work of unloading was commenced. While so engaged, 
Bobbey slipped and injured his leg. The respondents’ managing director 
was present at the time, but the only evidence that he controlled the 
unloading in any way was that he seemed to have given some directions 
as to how the sacks should be put in the warehouse in order to economise 
room as much as possible. Watts divided the money paid him for the 
job among the men who worked with him on the job. The county court 
judge found that there was a contract of service between Bobbey and 
the respondents, and awarded compensation. The Court of Appeal 
(Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Phillimore, L.JJ.) were 
of opinion that there was no evidence of service as found, and, further, 
the work of unloading was not ‘‘ work undertaken ’’ by the respondents 
within the meaning of section 4 (1), and therefore they were not liable 
as principals. 
During the argument before the House, Earl Loreburn said that, if 
their lordships were of opinion that the county court judge could hold 
that there was a contract of*service between Bobbey and Watts, that 
would be sufficient to decide the appeal, without it being necessary to 
have argued the difficult question raised under section 4 (1). The 
question of service having alone been argued, 

Lord Loresurn, in moving that the appeal should be allowed, said the 
Court of Appeal set aside the award of the county court judge upon 
the ground that there was no evidence that entitled him to come to the 
conclusion that the relation of workman and employer existed between 
the appellant and the respondents. Therefore the question before their 
lordships reviewing the decision of the Court of Appeal was, could the 
county court judge reasonably find that Messrs. Crosbie employed the 
workman, or was he obliged to find that the firm had contracted with 
Watts that he should do the work or get it done, and provide his own 
labourers, receiving 1s. 6d. per ton for it. Mr. Crosbie had asked Watts 
to supply a gang of men for this work, and it was clear that Watts, as 
between himself and the remainder of the gang, was not to pay them 
himself, but they were to get their share of the price of 1s. 6d. 
per ton equally “distributed among them apparently, except that 
each man was to give Watts 2d. for the trouble he took, and 
for the trouble he took for the use of the ladders, which he 
apparently provided. Except for some evidence, which his lordship 
agreed was faint, of Crosbie giving, in fact, some directions about, where 
the bags were to be stowed and so forth, the evidence was limited in 
substance to what he had said, and he thought it admitted of either 
view as a conclusion of fact from the incidents that took place; and 
accordingly the learned judge might reasonably say this: Bobbey was 
not employed by Watts, he was rather in thé nature of a worker with 
Watts, and he and the rest of the gang agreed—Watts being the 
spokesman—to do this work for Messrs. Crosbie. In other words, that 
they were employed by Crosbie to do this work, and therefore came 
within the Workmen’s Compensation Act. He thought in substance 











for a month to give the women an opportunity of paying off the arrears. 


that that was what was found by the learned judge, and in his opinion 
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there was material for coming to that conclusion. Therefore the appeal 
ought to be allowed, with 

Lords ATKINSON, SHAW, ParMmoor, and Wrensvry concurred. Order 
accordingly.—Counsex, for the appellant, 7nskip, K.C., and Marsden; 
for the respondents, Ellis Hill. Sorscrrors, Helder, Roberts, Walton, & 
Giles; Watson, Sona, & Ro 
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QUIRK v. THOMAS. No. 2. Il6ch, 17th and 18th November ; 
15th December. 
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Decision of 
LA. B 


Appeal by the plaintiff, Miss M. M. Quirk 
for the defendant at the trial before Lush, J., and a special jury. The 
was brought to recover damages breach of promise of mar 
against the estate of the late Mr. Arthur William Thomas. After 
the parties had been going ibout together for time, Mr. Thomas 
said he could not marry her. Miss Quirk then commenced these pro- 
ceedings Before the statement of claim was delivered the defendant 
died, and Miss Quirk continued the action against his executor, Sir 
Griffith Thomas, but as to the special damage only she claimed for 
having given up at his request a lucrative At the trial the 
jury found that the deceased promised to marry the plaintiff in June 
or July, 1909, and on 6th June, 1910, and also found that the plaintiff 
had suffered special damage, and they assessed the damages at £350. 
The trial judge having considered his decision, expressed the opinion 
that the right of action did not survive against the executor, be- 
cause a pecuniary loss suffered by a woman through giving up employ 
ment in contemplation of marriage could not properly be treated as 
special damage flowing from the breach of the promise, the 
plaintiff, under guise of a claim for special damage, was really seeking 
to recover part of the ordinary exemplary damages which a jury could 
have had testator lived. Accordingly he entered judgment for 

the defendant The plaintiff appealed 

During the argument the Court pointed out that the plaintiff sued to 
ial damage, which the jury had assessed at £350, in respect 
of her having, at the request of the promisor, given up a_ business. 
And if that was a good cause of action it accrued prior to the date of 
the breach. There was no evidence that the deceased man had expressed 
a promise to marry the plaintiff, but from the correspondence he 
appeared to think it impossible from the first, owing to views his 
people might take of the match. So matters went on until he gave her 
a definite answer that he would not marry her. Thereupon she brought 
this action, and the damages she claimed on the writ were not restricted 
to those which she now alone sought to recover for, but were for breach 
of promise of marriage, to which the answer could, on the death of the 
then defendant, be raised of cum 
The appeal having fully 

Tue Court reserved their 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., orrespondence relied on by 
the plaintiff was no corroborative evidence to support the alleged pro- 
mise made by the late Mr. A. W. Thomas to her in June, 1910. Lush, 
J . therefore, could properly have dex ided that in the absence of such 
evidence, there was no case to go to the jury, and have non-snited the 
plaintiff. The judgment, therefore, entered for the present defendant 
by him, notwithstanding the verdict, ght, for there no 
obligation affecting property on either side in a contract of marriage, 
and if one of the parties suffered pecuniary loss or special damage from 
the breach, that imposed no liability on the personal representatives of 
the party who broke the contract. That was a sufficient ground to dis- 
pose of the appeal, but having regard to the long arguments addressed 
to the Court by counsel on both sides, he thought he should deal with 
some of the points that had been raised For himself, he had grave 
doubts whether an action would lie even if special damage were proved 
He thought the sounder view would appear to be that the action would 
death of the 
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action for special damage could be maintained. Appeal dismissed.— 
CounseL, for the appellant, Waugh, K.C., and J. D. Crawford ; for the 
Souicirors, Cohen 
d Cohen; Eland, Nettleship, d Butt. 


(Reported by Kusxingz Kaip, Barrister-at-Law.] 
WHENMAN +. CLARK. No. Ist, 2nd, 3rd, and 23rd November. 


{aTING—River THAMES—LANDs VESTED IN CONSERVATORS—POOR AND 
GENERAL District RaTes—ExeMPTION—APPLICATION FOR DISTRESS 
WARRANT—JURISDICTION OF JUSTICES TO HEAR AND DETERMINE De- 
FENCES—THAMES ConseRvANCY Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. C. CLXxxviz.), 
s. 289. 

By 289 of the Thames Conservancy Act, 1894, all lands, 
buildings, d&c., vested in the Conservators in respect of the Thames 
London Bridge ‘shall be exempt from all parochial charges, 
tres, assessments, impositions, and payments whatsoever.” 

A house and grounds abutting on the towpath of the River Thames 

were vested in the Conservators for the purposes of the Act, and they 
and received rent therefor since 1857. 
The Conservators recently let the house to one Clark, and he occ upied 
He was summoned for re fusing to pay the poor rate 
und the general district rate in respect of his occupation. The justices 
decided that they had jurisdiction to deal with the summons, and 
held that the person sought to be rated to the poor rate and to th 
general rate was exempted from liability to either, by reason of the 
section of the Act of 1894 referred to above. The justices, howe ve 

stated a 
The Court of Appeal, after consideration, held that the justices had 

jurisdiction, and that the premises sought to be rated were within the 

excepting section, and were exempt from the general rate, as well as 
from the poor rate, as to which latter rate alone the Divisional Court 
held the exe moption applied. 

Decision of Divisional Court (reported 1915, 1 K. B. 548, 84 L. J. K. B. 


825) on the question of the general rate, reversed. 


2. 


sertion 


above 


Tater, 


same 


Cage, 


The predecessors of the Conservators of the River Thames, for the 
purpose of making a towing path, purchased a larger piece of land than 
was required, and part of which had a house on it. Having made the 
towing-path, they leased the remainder of the land, including the house, 
to one Clark, under their statutory powers, as superfluous land. Clark 
was assessed in respect of the premises to the poor rate and the general 
district rate, both of which he refused to pay on the ground that the 
exempting provision in section 289 of the Thames Conservancy Act 
1894, applied to the premises in question. On an application for a dis- 
tress warrant to enforce the payment of the rates the justices refused to 
issue the warrants. The Divisional Court (Bray, J., and Atkin, J.; 
Avory, J., dissenting on both points) held (1) that the justices had 
jurisdiction to decide the question, notwithstanding that the facts 
necessary to establish it were disputed by Whenman, the assistant 
overseer ; (2) that the land, having been acquired for the purposes of 
the Thames Conservancy, though, in fact, not so used, was neverthe- 
less land vested in the Conservators ‘“‘ in respect of the Thames ”’ and 
within the exemption as regarded the poor rate, but, and on this point 
the Court was unanimous, that Clark was not exempted from payment 
of the general rate, because it was not a parochial rate. Clark appealed, 
and the overseer gave a cross notice of appeal. The Court reserved 
judgment. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., in giving judgment, said that the appellant 
Clark in this appeal sought to have it established that he ought not to 
be ordefted to pay £2 10s. 2d., the amount which it was sought to charge 
him in respect of a general district rate for the urban district of Hamp- 
ton Wick. The appellant’s house and grounds were vested in the Con- 
servators in respect of the Thames above London Bridge and so were 
directly within the language of the exemption given by section 289 of 
the Thames Conservancy Act, 1894. The tenant was not a servant or 
officer of the Conservators, and the house was not directly used for the 
purposes of their undertaking, but the rent, in accordance with section 
240, was to be carried to the credit of ‘“‘ the lower navigation fund,” 
which was to be dealt with as provided by section 287 in carrying 
into execution the purposes of the Act. It was urged that the exemp- 
tion was only intended to apply to lands and buildings if and so long 
as the same were being used directly for the purposes of the under- 
taking, but such a construction of section 289 was only possible by 
reading into the section words which were not there. It followed, there- 
fore, that the appellant was rightly exempted from the payment of 
poor rate. The next question was whether the exemption extended 
to the general district rate. This rate was not a parochial charge rate 
or tax. The urban district may comprise more than one parish, and 
also parts of parishes. Its district was not necessarily coterminous with 
the boundaries of any parish. Although not in terms exempted, the 
further question arose whether the exemption did not follow necessarily 
from the exemption from poor rate or, in other words, whether the 
appellant could be charged with the general district rate, seeing that 
it had been decided that he was not liable to be charged as occupier 
to the poor rate. It was decided in Hodgson v. Local Board of Health 
for Carlisle (8 E. & B. 116) that real property within a district of a 
local board could not be assessed to a district rate unless there were 
some person having such occupation as would make him liable to the 
poor rate in respect thereof. And in City of London Corporation v. 

{esociated Newspapers (Limited) (1915) (A. C. 674), it was held that cer- 
tain hereditaments which were not “‘ rateable to the relief of the poor” 
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were as @ necessary consequence exempted from county contributions 
levied under the County Rates Act, 1852. The fact that the appellant 
was not rateable to the relief of the poor as occupier of the premises 
in question exempted him from being charged to the general rate. As 
to the third question, whether the justices had jurisdiction to determine 
the validity of the claim to exemption on the application for an order 
for payment, his lordship agreed with the majority of the judges of 
the Divisional Court that the justices had such jurisdiction. In the 
result, therefore, his lordship was of opinion that the appeal should 
be allowed, and that all the three questions in the case should be 
answered in the affirmative. 

PHILLIMORE and PIckForD, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. 
Appeal accordingly allowed, and cross appeal dismissed with costs.— 
CounseL, for the appellant (the person rated), McCall, K.C., and 
. B. Marriott; for the respondent (the overseer), Hyde, K.C., and 
Konstam. Sowicrrors: George G. Corble; Harold Fawcett. 

Reported by Erskine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HOLLAND GULF STOOMVAART MAATSCHAPPIJ v. WATSON, 
MUNRO & CO. (LIM.). No. 1. 8th and 9th Deeember. 
SurepInc—W AaR—CHARTER-PARTY— MARINE [NSURANCE—‘‘ War RISK FOR 

CuarTererRs’ Account’’—NevutraL VesseL Sunk By EnNemy— 

Owner’s Duty To INsuRE at Cost OF CHARTERERS. 

A time charter-party provided that the shipowners were to pay and 
provide for the insurance, and the following special clause was added 
in writing, ‘‘ War risk, if any required, for charterers’ account. . . . 
Value for war risk at all times to be based on values stated in owners’ 
annual policy.’’ Six weeks after the outbreak of the war the ship, 
which belonged to Dutch owners, was stopped and sunk by a German 
cruiser. In an action against the charterers for damages for failure 
to mesure, 

Held (reversing Bailhache, J.), that the cost only and not the duty 
of insuring the ship against war risks fell on the charterers; but, even 
if they had been bound to insure, it was a condition precedent to their 
doing so that they should be informed of the insurable value by the 
owners, and this information had not been given them. 


Appeal by the defendants, and cross-appeal by the plaintifis, from 
a decision of Bailhache, J. (reported 59 Soticrrors’ JOURNAL, 458), giving 
judgment for £24,000 damages for breach of contract. The plaintiffs 
were owners of the Dutch steamship Maria, chartered by the defendants 
in 1912 for five years under a charter-party, which provided, inter alia, 
that the owners Wére to pay and provide for insurance, that the charter- 
party was not to be construed as a demise of the ship, and that the 
owners were to remain responsible for the insurance. The charter-party 
also contained the following clause, added in writing : ‘‘ War risk, if any 
required, for the charterers’ account. It is understood and agreed that 
value for war risk at all times to be based on values stated in owners’ 
annual policy.’’ On 21st September, 1914, while on a voyage from 
Portland, Oregon, to Belfast, with a cargo of wheat, Zhe Maria was 
met and sunk by the German cruiser Aarlsruhe. Up to that time no 
neutral vessel had been sunk by the enemy, except by collision with a 
mine. The plaintiffs brought the present action to recover damages 
for the defendants’ failure to insure the steamer against war risks 
after having been requested by the plaintiffs to do so. On 6th August 
the latter wrote to the defendants asking that the war risks to The 
Maria should be covered. The defendants replied saying that they 
thought it was unnecessary, as the risk the plaintiffs appeared to have 
in mind—viz., that of war between Great Britain and Holland—was 
ee. They also said that they had no information as to the 
value of the steamec for insurance. Bailhache, J., gave judgment for 
the plaintiffs for the above sum, with costs. The defendants appealed. 
The plaintiffs cross-appealed on the ground that the damages should 
have been £30,000. 

Tue Court allowed the defendants’ appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., having stated the facts of the case, proceeded : 
The plaintiffs claimed £30,500, or in the alternative £24,000, damages 
for failure to insure against war risks, which, they contended, it was 
the duty of the charterers to do. The first material clause of the 
charter-party was clause 2, under which the owners were to pay and 
provide for the insurance on the vessel and for various other expenses, 
while the charterers were to pay and provide for coal, provisions and 
other things. The expression ‘‘ war risk’’ in the special clause was 
an elliptical phrase, but it obviously referred to insurance. ‘‘If any 
required ’’ meant if in the circumstances insurance against war risks 
was reasonably required. But what did the words ‘‘for charterer’s 
account’ mean? In his lordship’s opinion, having regard to the con- 
struction of the document, the charterers had to pay the cost of the 
msurance, but the owners remained responsible for effecting the insurance. 
The words “ for charterer’s account” pointed to the work being done 
by someone else, and paid for by the charterers. The view of 
Bailhache, J., therefore was erroneous, and this was confirmed by the 

guage of the rest of the clause, that the value for war risk was at 
all times to be based on the values stated in the owners’ annual policy. 
The defendants had no information about this value until the owners 
informed them by letter of 5th October, received by them on 9th 
October, that the ship’s insuring value was £30,500 This was an 
ambiguous expression. The owners had insured the hull and machinery 
for £20,000, the value of the vessel being stated in the policy as 
£24,000. The contract could not be construed by referring to the 
subsequent correspondence between the parties, which was irrelevant. 





The defendants contended that, even if they were bound on the charter- 
party to effect an insurance against war risks, it was a condition pre- 
cedent to their doing so that they should be informed of the value of 
the vessel as stated in the owners’ annual policy, and they were not 
so informed. In his lordship’s opinion the charterers were not liable 
to effect such insurance, but even if they had been, it would have been 
a condition precedent that the owners should supply them with the 
true amount of the ship’s value as stated in their annual policy. The 
appeal, therefore, would be allowed and the cross-appeal dismissed. 

Bankes, L.J., who observed that the defendants admitted they were 
liable to pay the premium on any war policy effected by the owners, 
delivered judgment to the same effect, and 

Warrinoton, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Adair Roche, K.C., and 
Aler. Neilson; D. C. Leck, K.C., and R. A. Wright. SoLiciTors, 
Botterell d&& Poche; W. A. Crump & Sons. 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re DUNN. CARTER v. BARRETT. Astbury, J. 17th November. 


Jornt TENANCY OR TENANCY IN COMMON—CLASS TAKING ORIGINAL SHARE 
BY SUBSTITUTION—-ADVANCEMENT CLAUSE. 





Where an advancement clause applied to any person entitled to a 
benefit under the will, and was accordingly applicable to the class of 
persons who took by substitution the share of a deceased beneficiary, by 
reason of his having died in the lifetime of the testator, the principle 
that the power of advancement is only consistent with a tenancy in 
common, and is not consistent with a joint tenancy, applies to create 
a tenancy in common, 

The principle laid down in L’Estrange v. L’Estrange (1902, 1 J. BR. 
467) applied. 


This was an originating summons asking on what persons the share 
bequeathed to a beneficiary who had died in the lifetime of the testator 
had originally devolved, and whether those persons took as joint tenants 
or as tenants in common. The facts were as follows :—By her will, 
dated 18th September, 1872, a testatrix gave her property to her trus- 
tees upon trust for sale, and, in the event (which happened) of her 
daughter Frances marrying, she directed them to hold one-fifth of the 
income upon certain trusts for Frances and her issue, and, if Frances 
died without leaving issue her surviving, her share was to be held upon 
the trusts of the shares of the testatrix’s four other children. The 
residue of the income was to be held upon trust for the testatrix’s 
four other children, Emily, Henry, Edith and Ellen, in equal shares 
during their respective lives, and after their respective deceases, the 
share of each of them so dying, whatever such share might be, was to 
be held upon trust for his or her children as he or she should by deed 
or will appoint; and, in default of appointment, upon trust for his or 
her children equally, and if any such child died leaving issue, such issue 
should stand in loco parentis, and if any of the testatrix’s four last- 
mentioned children died without leaving children, ‘‘the share or shares 
of him or her so dying, as well original as accrued, shall go to his or 
her next of kin absolutely, and in the case of any daughter, exclusive 
of her husband.”’ The trustees were to hold the capital of the trust 
estate upon the same trusts as the income. The testatrix declared that, 
in case at any time any person entitled to a benefit under her will 
should be a minor or minors, it *should be lawful for the trustees at 
their discretion to apply the whole or any part of the income to which 
such minor or minors might be entitled in possession or expectancy for 
their respective maintenance and education, and also at the like discre 
tion to apply the whole or any part of the capital fund to which any 
such minor or minors should be so entitled as aforesaid for his or their 
advancement in the world, or otherwise for Nis or their benefit. The 
testatrix died on 12th December, 1900. Her son Henry had died in 
February, 1899, a bachelor and intestate. Her four daughters, Frances, 
Emily, Edith and Ellen, all survived the testatrix, but Frances alone 
was now living. She had married in the testatrix’s lifetime. Counsel 
for the persons claiming the shares of the three deecased sisters on the 
footing of a tenancy in common contended that the power of advance- 
ment was only consistent with a tenancy in common, as it could only be 
exercised properly if an account were kept of each share separately. 
They relied on L’Estrange v. L’Hstrange (1902, 1 I. R. 467) and Re 
Woolley, Wormald v. Woolley (1903, 2 Ch. 206 and 211). Counsel for 
the surviving sister agreed that in L’Estrange v. L’Eatrange (ubi 
supra) it was held that the original class took only as tenants in common, 
because of the advancement clause; but, while submitting that that 
decision was not binding in England, also contended that in any case it 
should not be extended to cover a secondary class taking an original 
share by substitution, the advancement clause being satisfied if it was 
applied to the original shares only. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said : On the construction of the 
will I hold that the share originally devolved on the four sisters abso- 
lutely as nearest blood relations to Henry, treating him as having sur- 
vived the testatrix. I also hold that, as the advancement clause applies 
to any person entitled to a benefit under the will, it would have been 
applicable to the class of sisters who took Henry s share by. substitu- 
tion owing to his death in the testatrix’s lifetime. The principle of 
L’Estrange v. L’Estrange therefore applies, and the class take as 
tenants in common.—Counset, Alfred Adams; Gerald M. Hildyard; 
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Vernon; P. F. Stokes; W. H. Draper; D. D. Robertson. Sort- 
Rell, Brodrick, & Gray, for Macintosh, Thomas, d Co., Cardiff ; 
Willis, for A. Lionel Lane, Gloucester. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


THARP +. THARP. Neville, J. 
Witt—Destrvcrion or Copiciu, on FAITH or PROMISE OF 
OpeRATIVeE Errecr or PREviovus CopiciL. 

When a man dealing with a person who is making testamentary dis- 
positions of his property promises that, if a certain thing is done by 
the will either in hia own favour or in the javour of some nominee of 
his, and upon the faith of that promise the testator executes a testa- 
mentary disposition, a subse quent action by the person who makes the 
promise in contradiction of that promise is a fraud, and a court of 
equity will give relief and enforce the promise. 

This was an action for various declarations, including a declaration 
that the defendant was not entitled to exercise a certain power of 
appointment over an estate at Chippenham given to him by the fifth 
codicil of the will of the testator in such a way as to defeat the estate 
tail of the plaintiff, and including a declaration that the appointment 
already executed was invalid except in so far as it would enable the 
defendant to devise the estate to the plaintiff. The facts were as 
follows : A testator, by his testamentary dispositions, which consisted 
of a will and five codicils, had provided that his freehold estate at 
Chippenham should stand limited as follows : to the use of his widow 
for life, and after her death to the use of the defendant for-life, with 
remainder to the use of the defendant’s first and other sons in tail 
male, with remainder to the use of such person or persons, being lineal 
descendants of the testator’s grandfather, for such estates as the de- 
fendant should by deed or will appoint, and in default of appointment, 
to the plaintiff's father for life, with remainder to the plaintiff in 
tail male. The plaintiff's father died before this action was brought. 
Subsequently the testator executed a sixth codicil, in which, imme- 
diately after the limitations to the defendant and his first and other 
sons, he settled the estate on the plaintiff for life, with remainder to 
his first and other sons in tail male, omitting altogether the previous 
power of appointment to the defendant. The defendant, hearing of 
this, had an interview with the testator’s wife, at which he promised 
to leave the Chippenham estate to the plaintiff upon his acquiring power 
The testator’s wife communicated this promise to the 


W. E. 
CITORS, 


Willis d 


24th, 26th and 26th November. 
DEVISEE— 


to do so 
testator, and the testator, relying on such promise, destroyed the 
sixth codicil. The testator died, and the defendant exercised the 


power of appointment given him by the fifth codicil by appointing the 
Chippenham estate to himself absolutely. The plaintiff now brought 
this action 
Nevitre, J., after stating the facts, said: I have come to the con- 
clusion, on the evidence before me, that the testator at the time when 
he consented to revoke the sixth codicil, was informed by his wife of 
the promise made to her by the defendant, and destroyed the sixth 
codicil in reliance on that promise. When a man dealing with a person 
vho is making testamentary dispositions of his property promises that 
if a certain thing is done by the will, either in his own favour or in 
favour of some nominee of his, and upon the faith of that promise 
the testator executes the testamentary disposition, a subsequent action 
by the person who makes the promise in contradiction of that promise 
is a fraud, and a court of equity will give relief, and will enforce the 
promise. I accordingly make a declaration that the defendant could 
not so exercise his power of appointment as to defeat the interests of 
the plaintiff in the estates under the testator’s testamentary disposition, 
and I also make a declaration that the appointment of 5th December, 
1899, is inoperative and void.—CouNsEL, F H. Maugham, K.C., and 
Fairfax Luxmoore; CC. BE, E. Jenkins, K.C., and Owen T'hompson. 
Soticrrors, C'orbould, Rigby, & Co.; Michael Abrahams & Co. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
GRINHAM +. GRINHAM AND PASCOE. Bargrave Deane, J. 15th 


November, 


PETITION — PETITIONER A 
SecuRITy FoR wire’s Costs 


Poor Person — 


Divorce — HusBanp’s 
R.S.C., Orn. 


ALIMONY PENDENTE LITE 

XVI., RR. 22-31 

The C'ourt may order a hushand, who Ruer aaa poor person for the 
dissolution of his marriage, to find security for his wife’s costs and ta 
pay her alimony pendente lite. 

This was a summons in chambers, issued by a respondent wife. An 
order had been made whereby the petitioner, her husband, had been 
given leave to sue as a poor person for the dissolution of his marriage, 
on the ground of the wife’s adultery. The wife, who in her answer 
to the petition denied the charges of adultery and made counter charges 
against the husband, had filed a petition for alimony pendente iite. 
The husband, in his answer to that petition, had admitted that he 
earned from £2 to £2 10s. a week. These facts having been brought 
to the notice of the Judge, the registrar had been ordered to inquire 
into the husband’s means, and had reported that the husband was in 
receipt of a net weekly income of £2 12s. The wife now applied for the 


Barcrave Deane, J. (after consultation with Sir Samuel Evans, P.), 
said that in his opinion there was nothing in the Rules as to Proceed. 
ings by or against Poor Persons (ord. 16, rr. 22-31) to prevent the 
Court from ordering security for a wife’s costs, or from allotting her 
alimony pendente lite in a proper case, notwithstanding that the petition. 
ing husband sued as a poor person. The case would be referred to one 
of the registrars, for him to make such order, if any, as to se urity for 
costs, and as to alimony pendente lite, as he considered should be made 
in the circumstances of the case. The order giving leave to sue as a 
poor person would not be rescinded.—Counset, #. F. Thacker, for 
the petitioner; 7’. Bucknill, for the respondent. Soicrrors, 2. G. 
Taylor; F. Freke Palmer. 

(Reported by Otirvonp Morris, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Orders, &c 


New Statutes. 
On 23rd December the Royal Assent was given to the following 
Acts :— 
Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915. 
Indian Civil Service (Temporary Provisions) Act, 1915. 
Street Collections Regulation (Scotland) Act, 1915. 
Midwives (Scotland) Act, 1915. 
Judicial Committee Act, 1915. 
Indictments Act, 1915. 
Evidence (Amendment) Act, 1915. 
War Loan (Supplemental Provisions) Act, 1915. 
Government War Obligations Act, 1915. 
Education (Small Population Grants) Act, 1915. 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 
Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1915. 
Port Dundas Church and Parish Quoad Sacra, Glasgow, Order Con- 
firmation Act, 1915. 
London County Council (Celluloid, &c.) Act, 1915. 
Glasgow Celluloid Act, 1915. 





War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 

The London Gazette of 24th December contains the following :- 

1. A Proclamation, dated 22nd December (printed below), appointing 
Saturday, lst January, as a Bank Holiday 

2. A Proclamation, dated 22nd December, under the Exportation of 
Arms Act, 1900, and Customs (Exportation Restriction) Acts, 1914 and 
1915, prohibiting the exportation of numerous articles specified in 
Schedule to Switzerland, unless consigned to the Société Suisse de Sur- 


veillance Economique. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 22nd December (printed below), ex- 
tending the liability of British steamships to be requisitioned. 

4. An Order in Council, dated 22nd December, explaining the expres- 
sion, ‘‘ The Pembroke Area, being the area comprised in the county of 
Pembroke’ for the purpose of the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Con- 
trol) Regulations (ante, p. 61). The operative part of the Order is as 
follows :— 

The said Area shall be defined as comprising and shall comprise 
the said Town and County of Haverfordwest, and the Defence of 
the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations, and any Regulations 

amending the same, are and shall be applied to the said Town and 
County of Haverfordwest, and the aforesaid Order of the Central 
Control Board (Liquor Traffic) shall be in force, and continue te 
be in force, in the said Town and County of Haverfordwest unless 
and until the same is revoked or amended by the said Board, a 
fully as if the said area as defined by the said Order in Council, 
dated the 10th day of November, 1915, had been expressly defined 
as comprising the said Town and County of Haverfordwest. 

5. An Order in Council, dated 22nd December (printed below), 
further amending the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regula 
tions, 1914. 

The London Gazette of 28th December contains the following :— 

6. An Order in Council, dated 28th December, further amending the 
Proclamation of 28th July, 1915, prohibiting the exportation from t 
United Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations. 

7. A Treasury Warrant, dated 24th December, providing for certaia 
matters connected with the issue of 5 per cent. Exchequer Bonds, 1920, 
including the registration thereof. The operative part is printed below. 

8. An Admiralty Order, dated 16th December (printed below), a8 @ 
the suspension of Pilots’ Certificates. 

9. An Inland Revenue Notice, dated 24th December (printed below) 
with regard to Excess Profits Duty. 





A Proclamation for a Bank Holiday. 


GEORGE B.I. 

We, considering that it is desirable that Saturday, the First day of 
January next, should be observed as a Bank Holiday throughout * 
part of Our United Kingdom called England and Wales, and in pu 
suance of the provisions of ‘‘ The Bank Holidays Act, 1871,’’ do hereby, 





rescission of the order giviug the husband leave to sue as a poor person. 
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by and with the advice of Our Privy Council and in exercise of the 
powers conferred by the Act aforesaid, appoint Saturday, the First 
day of January next, as a special day to be observed as a Bank Holiday 
throughout England and Wales, and every part thereof, under and | 
jn accordance with the said Act, and We do, by this Our Royal 
Proclamation, command the said day to be so observed, and all Our 
joving subjects to order themselves accordingly. 


22nd December. 





Requisitioning of British Steamships. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

Whereas a state of war exists between His Majesty and the German 
Emperor, the Emperor of Austria King of Hungary, the Sultan of 
Turkey, and the King of the Bulgarians: 

And whereas His Majesty holds it to be His Prerogative Duty as 
well as His Prerogative Right to stake all steps necessary for the 
Defence and Protection of the Realm: 

And whereas it has been made to appear to His Majesty that it is 
essential to the Defence and Protection of the Realm that the whole 
of the insulated spaces in all British steamships registered or hereafter 
to be registered in the United Kingdom, now fitted or hereafter to 
be fitted for the carriage of refrigerated produce, not being insulated 
spaces already requisitioned or liable to be requisitioned under any 
existing Order in Council, should be made liable to requisition in 
manner hereinafter prescribed for the carriage of such refrigerated 
produce : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, and in the exercise of His Prerogatives as afore- 
said, and of all other powers Him thereunto enabling, to order, and 
it is hereby ordered, that the whole of the insulated spaces, except 
as aforesaid, in the British steamships before specified may unfil further 
order be requisitioned by or on behalf of His Majesty for the carriage 
of such produce, and such requisition is to take effect upon Notice of 
Requisition being served as hereinafter provided on the Owner of any | 
such steamship, and upon the Owner of any such insulated space if | 
the insulated space be owned separately from any such steamship. 

And His Majesty is further pleased, by and with the advice afore- | 
said, to authorize the President of the Board of Trade to give effect | 
to this Order by causing Notice of Requisition to be served on the 
Owner of any such steamship and upon the Owner of any such insulated 
_ if the insulated space be owned separately from any such steam- 
shi 





And His Majesty is further pleased, by and with the advice afore 
said, to declare that service of Notice of Requisition on an Owner of 
any such steamship or insulated space therein shall be deemed sufficient 
and effective if served in the case of an individual owner. by being 
addressed to such individual Owner and left at his last known place 
of business or abode, and, in the case.of joint Owners, by being 
addtessed to such joint Owners and left at the last known business 
addresses or places of abode of such joint Owners, and in the case of 
a Company or Corporation by being addressed to such Company 01 
Corporation and left at the registered or other address of such Com 
pany or Corporation, or in any of the aforesaid cases so far as regards 
‘ervice in respect of any steamship by being addressed to the Managing 
Owner, ship's husband or other the person to whom the management 
of the ship is by law entrusted by or on behalf of the Owners and left 
at the registered or other last known address or place of abode of 
such Managing Owner, ship’s husband or other such person, as the 
case may be. 

And His Majesty is further pleased, by and with the advice aforesaid. | 
to declare that any Notice of Requisition which the President of the 
Board of Trade may cause to be served hereunder may be signed by 
aly person or persons from time to time authorized for such purpose 
either generally or specially by the President of the Board of Trade. 
And the President of the Board of Trade is to give 
directions accordingly. 


22nd December. 


instructions and | 






HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN 


GREAT ORMOND STREET. 


Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

Whereas by an Order in Council, dated the twenty-eighth day of 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty was pleased 
to make Regulations (called the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) 
Regulations, 1914) under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 
1914, for securing the public safety and the defence of the Realm: 

And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of the 
Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, the Defence of the Realm (Amend- 
ment) No. 2 Act, 1915, and the Munitions of War Act, 1915: 

And whereas the said Regulations have been amended by various 
subsequent Orders in Council : 

And whereas it 1s expedient further to amend the said Regulations 
in manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the following 
amendments be made in the said Regulations :— 


1. After Regulation 7 the following regulation shall be inserted :— 


‘“7,. Where it appears to the Minister of Munitions that the 
holding of any exhibition to which this regulation applies or of 
exhibitions of any class or description to which this regulation 
applies would prejudicially affect the production of war material, 
he may, after consultation with the Board of Trade, by order 
either prohibit the holding of any such exhibition or of all exhibi- 
tions of any class or description specified in the order, or impose 
conditions or restrictions on the holding thereof, and any person 
who holds an exhibition or exhibits at an exhibition in contraven- 
tion of the provisions of any such order, or of the restrictions and 
conditions therein contained, shall be guilty of an offence against 
these regulations. 

‘*A person intending to hold an exhibition to which this regula- 
tion applies shall, at least one month before the date fixed for the 
opening thereof, give to the Minister of Munitions notice in writing 
of his intention, together with such particulars in relation to the 
exhibition as the Minister of Munitions may require, and, if he 
fails to do so, shail be guilty of an offence against these regulations. 

“Fxhibitions to which this regulation applies are exhibitions 
and fairs the exhibits whereat consist in whole or in part of the 
products of any industrial or manufacturing process, or the 
machines, tools, and implements used for the-purpose of any such 


process.” 
7 
2. After Regulation 29 the following regulation shall be inserted :— 


294. If any person enters or is found upon any factory, work- 
shop, or other place in which work is carried on, specified in any 
order made for the purpose by the Admiralty, or the Army Council, 
or the Minister of Munitions, as being a factory, workshop, or 
place which, in the interests of the public safety or of the defence 
of the realm, it is necessary to safeguard, not having with him a 
written permit issued to him by a person nominated for the pur- 
pose by 

(a) the Admiralty, or the Army Council, or the Minister of 

Munitions; or 

(>) the occupier of, or other person having control of the 
work carried on in, the factory, workshop, or place, 


he shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations, 


‘Every person authorized to” issue permits for the purposes of 
this regulation shall keep a list of the names and addresses of all 
persons to whom he has issued permits, and every such list shall 
be open to inspection by any person authorized for the purpose by 
the Admiralty, or the Army Council, or the Minister of Munitions. 

‘*In every factory, workshop, or place to which this regulation 
is for the time being applied by an order made thereunder, a copy 
of the order shall be kept affixed at or near every entrance thereto.”’ 


3. In paragraph (4) of Regulation 39a, after the words ** joins his 
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ship or vessel 
board his ship or vessel.”’ 
4. After Regulation 39 the following regulation shall be inserted :— 


> 


22nd December 


Now therefore, We, being ‘Two of the Lords Commissioners of His 
Majesty's Treasury, in virtue of the powers conferred upon us by the 
said Section 1 (1) of the War Loan Act, 1915, and of every other power 
enabling us in that behalf hereby give the following directions : 

(1) In this Warrant the expression ‘‘ Coupon Bonds 
to bearer having coupons attached of the issue of 5 per cent. Exchequer 
Bonds, 1920, made under the terms of the Prospectus dated 16th Decem 
ber, 1915. 

The expression ‘‘ Registered Bonds 
registered in accordance with the provisions of this Warrant. 

(2) The Governor and Company of the Bank of England (hereinafter 
referred to as the Bank) are hereby authorized at any time without 
further Warrant of this Board to issue Coupon Bonds of lower denomi- 
nations in exchange for a Coupon Bond of a higher denomination to an 
amount not exceeding the nominal value of the latter, on payment of a 
fee of one shilling per Bond surrendered for exchange, and all Bonds 


80 


shall be cancelled forthwith. 

(5) The Bank shall cause a separate Register to be kept in the office 
of the Chief Accountant of the Bank for the purpose of registering 
holdings of Coupon Bonds. 

(4) Holdings so registered shall be known as Registered 5 per cent. 
Exchequer Bonds, 1920, and shall be transferable in the same manner as 
any Stock transferable under the National Debt Act, 1870, and any 
Acts amending that Act, and shall be subject to the provisions of that 
Act and any Act amending that 
shall be transferable only in sums of £100 or a multiple of £100. 

(5) On the demand of any holder of Coupon Bonds in the prescribed 
form and on payment of a fee of one shilling per Bond, the Bank shall 
register the Bond or Bonds in respect of which the demand is made 
either as transferable in like manner as inscribed stock or as transfer 
able by deed. 

(6) All Coupon Bonds which are presented for registration at the 
Bank shall on registration be cancelled forthwith. " 

(7) For the purpose of reconverting Registered Bonds into Coupon 
Bonds the Bank are hereby authorized at any time without further 
Warrant from this Board to issue fresh Coupon Bonds to an amount 
not exceeding the total value of any Registered Bonds so converted, 
and all Registered Bonds so converted shall forthwith be removed from 
the Register. 

Given under Our hands at Treasury Chambers, Whitehall, this twenty- | 
fourth day of December, nineteen hundred and fifteen. __ 





’ there shall be inserted the words “‘or is, whilst on 


‘‘39n. No person in the employment of a general lighthouse 
authority shail, without the consent of the authority, leave his 
employment before the expiration of six months after he has given 
to the authority notice in writing to determine his employment, 
and every such ‘person shall, so long as he continues in the employ- 
ment of a general lighthouse authority, obey all lawful orders that 
may be given to him by or on behalf of the authority. 

‘‘A person shall not give or offer to give employment to any 
person who is, or has within the last previous six weeks been, in 
the employment of a general lighthouse authority, unless such last- 
mentioned person holds a certificate from the authority that 
he left his employment under that authority with the consent of 
that authority, or after having given such notice as aforesaid. 

“ If any person employed by a general lighthouse authority feels 
aggrieved by the refusal of the authority to consent to his leaving 
their employment before the expiration of six months from the 
time when he gave notice, or to grant him such a certificate as 
aforesaid, he may appeal to the board of Trade, whose decision 
shall be final. 

‘* If any person contravenes any of the provisions of this regula- 
tion he shail be guilty of a summary offence against these regula- 
tions.’’ 

After Regulation 40 the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 

**40a. If any person gives, sells, procures, or supplies, or offers 
to give, sell, procure, or supply, to or for a member of any of His 
Majesty s Forces who is undergoing hospital treatment any intoxi- 
cant he shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regula- 
tions, unless he proves that the intoxicant was or was offered to 
be given, procured, or supplied under doctor’s orders in 
connection with his hospital treatment, or proves that he did not 
know and had no reasonable ground for suspecting that the person 
to or for whom he gave, sold, procured, or supplied the intoxicant, 
or offered to do so, was undergoing hospital treatment,’’ 


sold, 


Issue of 5 per cent. Exchequer Bonds, 1920. 
Treasury Warrant, 
[Introductory Recitals.] 


* means Bonds 


* means Bonds of the same issue 


taken by the Bank in exchange for Bonds of lower denominations 


Act provided that Registered Bonds 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863. 
Capital Stock .. om om ow £400,000 
Debenture Stock one £331,130 


—_ = 


KEVERSIONS PURCHASED. , ADVANCES MADE THEREON 


Forms of Propesal and full infermation can be obtained at the Society's Ofices 
m 7 G. H. MAYNE, Secretary 








(Signed) 
Georrrey Howarp, 
Watter R. Rea, 


Two of the Lords Commissioners of 
His Majesty’s Treasury. 





Order Made by the Admiralty under Regulation 


39 of the Defence ot the Realm Regulauons, 


A Competent Naval Authority may suspend the licence (whether 


specially granted or not) of any Pilot, or the pilotage certificate of any 
Master or Mate, who has failed to comply with any pilotage Orders or 
Regulations duly issued under the provisions of Regulations 56, 37, % 
ana 39 of the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, 


Such suspension may be for a period of not exceeding 14 days, and 


no holder of a pilotage licence or certificate shall act or attempt to act 
as a Pilot during such period of suspension. 


By command of their Lordships. ; 
(Signed) W. Granam GREENE. 


Dated 16th December, 1915. dre 
Nore.—If any person fails to comply with the provisions of this 


Order he will render himself liable to prosecution as for an offence 
against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 





Inland Revenue Notice.—Excess Profits Duty. 


Notice is hereby given, that, under the provisions of the Finance 


(No. 2) Act, 1915, it is incumbent upon every person chargeable with 
Excess Profits Duty in respect of the excess, over the statutory pre- 
war standard of profits, of the profits arising from any trade or business 
to which the duty applies in any accounting period which ended after 
the fourth day of August, 1914, and before the first day of July, 1916, 
to give notice thereof to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue befor 
the thirty-first day of January, 1916. 


Every person, therefore, who has not already given such notice, should 


communicate in writing before the date named with the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, either at their head office, Somerset House, London, 
W.C., } u 

which he resides or carries on business, 


or at the address of the Surveyor of Taxes for the district m 


Dated this 24th day of December, 1915. 
J. E. CHapman, 
Secretary. 
Inland Revenue, Somerset House, London. 





Concessions in Mexico. 
The Foreign Office issues the following for publication :— 
The Mexican Government require all rights or concessions granted 


during General Huerta’s tenure of office to be presented in writing 
the Ministry of Fomento by January 31 next, for revalidation 


For convenience of record by the Mexican Government, His Majesty's 


Government advise persons interested to apply accordingly. 





‘ 





Societies. 
The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


The following additional donations have been received towards this 
fund :— 


224 
T. R. Hughes, Esq., K.C. is 20 0 0 
H. W. Worsley-Taylor, Esq., K.C. 10 10 0 
[he Honourable Mr. Justice Lush 5 5 0 
The Right Hon. Sir George Cave, K.C., M.P. § 5 0 
A. Adair Roche, Esq., K.C. < § 5 0 
C. A. Russell, Esq., K.C. 5 5 0 
E. Lewis Thomas, Esq., K.C. 5 5 0 
D. M. Kerley, Esq., K.C, ; 5 0 0 
The Right Honourable Lord Moulton ... 3 3 0 
Albert H. Jessel, Esq., K.C. ... 220 
Ernest Page, Esq., K.C. ... 220 
Vesey Knox, Esq., K.C, ... 200 
G. J. Talbot, Esq., K.C. ... 200 
W. R. Bousfield, Esq., K.C. 110 
A. G. Rickards, Esq., K.C. : : ; 


Ernest E. Wild, Esq., K.C. 





Second Lieutenant Thomas Pakenham Law, 2nd Irish Guards, ot 
Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., barrister-at-law, who died from wo 
on 27th September, aged thirty-six, third son of the late Thos. P. 
ham Law, K.C., left personal property of the gross value of £4,604. 
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Drink “ With” a Meal. 


| 
| 


At Old-street Police Court on Tuesday, says the 7'imes, before Mr. | 


examination with honours, and in 1865 entered into partnership with the 


| late Mr. Bolton, of Middle Temple and Solibull, Warwickshire. In 


1880 he removed to London again, entering into partnership with his 
brother-in-law, Mr. T. D. Bolton, then M.P. for South-East Derbyshire. 





. Clarke Hall, John Robert Bailey, licensee of The Trafalgar public-house, | On the death in 1881 of Mr. Hayes, the Town Clerk of Birmingham, he 
00 Remington-street, St. Luke’s, was summoned for selling and also for | was appointed to that post, which he held until 1907, when he retired 
30 rmitting to be consumed on his premises at 2.45 p.m. on 14th Decem- | owing to ill-health. Mr. Smith was a member of the Royal Comnnission 
EREON her intoxicating liquor, and a man named Thomas Varney was sum- | on the Government of London and of the Royal Commission on Local 
's Offees moned for consuming intoxicating liquor during prohibited hours. ——| Taxation, and a recognized authority on municipal law. 
ecretary Varney in evidence, said he entered the bar at 2.15, and was supplied 
with bread and cheese and a glass of ale. Ten minutes later he was Se 
alled away to the telephone, and, picking up what remained of his bread Mr. William Slater. 
— iter 2.20, be carly drank'th, <4 oe — beatae | Mr. WittrAm Stater, formerly head of the firm of Slater, Heelis, & 
. urned, after 2.30, he s J 2 ale he he ft. . ete : see Sate > wt gee 
pete For the defence it was contended that, umder the extended Licensing | pag ——— ~- ogee tag gag age a ae ee 
(whether Order, Varney was entitled to an extra half-hour in which to consume | 1903 ~ pose 7 vey —s ¢ hi ‘ rtifi sin 400 . nd ee 
te of any the drink ordered with the meal. : - continue d to - e —> — heey e a the enc OD i i el 
Urders or The magistrate said it was clear that the meal was finished at 2.80, | . Mr. § later ~ father, ee Ni yy a, wie. * * a \ ‘ill 
56, 37, because Varney took away what remained of his bread and cheese and | Sharpe, Eccles, ( a & Slater) in 1835, and continued s aster . 
} adie ss > ae : a? | his death in 1889. The professional lives of father and son cover there- 
ns, 1914. the landlady removed the plate. He returned a quarter of an hour f : tod of ninstr-tle yout 
lays, and afterwards, and was then allowed to drink the remainder of the beer. | ore & period of ninety-two years. 
ipt to act This seemed to him to be an infraction of the regulations ; if it were not | —— 
so, a person might go away for three or four hours and on returning | 
demand drink he had previously ordered. The case was hard on the | ] N 
7 REENE. defendants, and he thought it would be met by ordering them simply to ega ews. 
pay the costs. ; . 
s ofthis - = Changes in Partnerships. 
an olience 


Obituary. 
Sir Arthur Wilson. 


Sir AntHuUR Witson, formerly a Judge of the High Court of Calcutta, 


ArcuerR Mowsray Upton and Raten Davpeny Upton, solicitors 
(Upton & Co.), 6, Laurence Pountney-hill, in the city of London. 


June 24. [Gazette, Dec. 24. 


Rovert Harpy Toruam and Epwarp CartyLe MacMULLEN, solicitors 


| 
Dissolutions. 
Duty. 


e Finance 
»able with 


utory pre- died on ‘Tuesday at the Moorings, Heathside, Woking, in his seventy- | (Trevor Davies, Topham, & MacMullen), Yeovil, in the county of 
r business winth year. Somerset. December 25. Such business will be carried on in the future 
ided after Called to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1862, he made his way by the said Edward Carlyle MacMullen. [Gazette, Dec. 28. 
Fuly, 1915, rapidly, and the iate Lord Justice Mathew, says the 7'imes, used to say ‘. . 

1ue before of him that he would certainly have been raised to the Bench in this | 


country had he not accepted a judgeship of the Calcutta High Court ip 

‘ce. should 1878. When he was in India he was President of the Commission 
missioners ot Inquiry which sat at Poona in 1888-9 to investigate charges of corrup 
e, London, ti and of borrowing money from subordinate officials brought against 
district m the late Mr. Arthur Crawford, then Commissioner of the Central Divi- 
sin of the Bombay Presidency. The proceedings were followed with 
breathless interest in Western India, and after holding sixty-seven public 
sittings Wilson and his colleagues found the defendant not guilty of 
the graver charges, but guilty of borrowing money from Indians in his 
jurisdiction. This case first brought the name of Wilson to general 
wtice"in this country. His interest in education and his public spirit 
led him into valuable activities in India beyond the scope of his judicial 
obligations. In 1880 he was elected Vice-Chancellor: of the Calcutta | 
University. In 1892 he was appointed Legal Adviser and Solicitor to 
the India Office, a position which he resigned in 1902. Meanwhile he | 
— the K.C.I.E., and some years later he was sworn of the Privy | 
Juncil and appointed to the Judicial Committee. His physical facul- ' 
ties had sastlaiie failed, for he could hardly walk peal. the ne PA ‘tL oe na a rene of the a A ~~ 4 — ag 
a £4 oa mae Se fake a ofan ° as ie ani ss oO sords agains re decision oO 1e ourt of 2 eal IN January 1as 
el ee ee Spe SS Se ey } in the case of U'he Continental Tyre and Rubber ( 'o. (Great Britain) 
(Limited) v. Daimler Co, (Limited) (59 Soricrrors’ JourNnaL, 232; 1915, 

1 K. B. 893) 


Information Required. 


Re CATHERINE MARGARET CAVE, Deceased, late of 1, 
Westbrook Cottages, Whitstable-road, Herne Bay.—Any solicitor or 
other person having prepared or having knowledge of any will of the 

| above deceased (who died on 12th November, 1915) is requested to 

| communicate with Pottér, Sandford & Kilvington, solicitors, 120, Queen 
Victoria-street,, London, E.C. 

ecretary. 


General. 


Captain Hugh Makins, 16th London Regiment, of Queen’s-gate, Ken- 
sington, and of the Inner Temple, who died on 4th November in 
No. 18 Field Ambulance Hospital from wounds received in action, left 
ns granted estate of the gross value of £103,140. 
writing to 
m 


: Majesty's 


ywards this 


— 








Mr. E. Orford Smith. At a meeting on the 16th ult. of the Corporation a reference to the 

Mr. Epwarp Orrorp Smirn, formerly Town Clerk of Birmingham, | City Lands Committee made in October, 1911, to consider the desir- i 

died at his residence at Leamington on Wednesday. | ability of reacquiring Old Temple Bar, which is now erected at Theo- ; 

Mr. Smith was born at the old Cinque Port “of Romney, Kent, in | bald’s Park, Cheshunt, the residence of Admiral the Hon. Sir Hed- f 

4 141, his father being Vicar of Romney. He passed his final law | worth Meux, was discharged and dropped. . 
| a 
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W. WHITELEY, LTD.. 


AUCTIONEERS; EXPERT VALUERS, AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, &c. 
AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Puoxs No.: PARK ONE (40 Lives). TELEGRAMS: “ WHITELEY, LONDON, 


onmromer conse tin 
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‘hos. Paken 
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At a meeting of the Corporation at the Guildhall on the 16th ult. 


the result of the Quinquennial Valuation of the City was reported. 
The gross value of the City was £6,871,408, and the net rateable value 
£5,789,176. Of the Inner Temple the rateable value was £26,570, and 
of the Middle £15,242. The total rateable value of the City and the 
Temple was £5,830,988, an increase since 1910 of £172,813. All the 
work had been done without cost to the ratepayers. Sir Vezey Strong 
estimated that the saving to the citizens through the work of assessment 
being performed by the Corporation instead of the Government was at 
least £50,000. 

Commenting at a Lambeth inquest on Tuesday on the fact that a 
laundry van. which knocked down and killed a school teacher in 
Studley-road, Clapham, on Christmas Eve, had only one front lamp 
alight, the Coroner (Mr. Ingleby Oddie) said it would be a very great 
improvement if, during the period of darkened streets, all vehicles 
were made to carry two lights. A light on the off side might be no 
protection at all to a person crossing the road. He had no doubt that 
in recent cases lives were lost because the persons could not see vehicles 
coming, owing to there being only one light. The jury recommended 
that during the darkening of the streets, vehicles should be made to 
carry two front lights. 


During the next few days, says the 7'imes of 29th December, a depu 
tation from the Parliamentary Committee of the Trades Union Congress 
will wait on the Postmaster-General and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and place before them the suggestion that stamps should 
be issued to facilitate the collection of income tax. Originally the 
suggestion was made in respect of the wages of higher paid workmen, 
but the Government will be asked to consider the issue of stamps for 
the middle classes also. It is suggested that the value of the stamps 
should vary from 3d. to 20s., that they should be on sale at all post 
offices, and should be affixed to forms similar to those now in use for 
children’s deposits in the Post Office Savings Bank. Upon assessment 
for income tax the form might be accepted as payment of the whole 
or part of the amount due. 


A return of cases brought before munitions tribunals from their 
inception until 27th November was issued on Tuesday night by the 
Ministry of Munitions. It shows that 900 complaints involving 3,766 
defendants were heard. In the cases against workpeople, 407 out of 
589 defendants were convicted in strike prosecutions, and fined sums 
totalling £583 1s.; 2,012, out of 3,074, were fined £1,649 17s. 6d. foi 
breaches of rules of controiled establishments. Eighty employers were 
proceeded against for illegal employment of workmen, and fifty-five 
were fined sums amounting to £289 14s. 6d. Fines imposed on work- 
people and employers totalled £2,527 3s. Complaints against employers, 
numbering 5,014, with regard to the issue of certificates were dealt 
with as follows :—Certificates granted, 782; certificates refused, 1,343; 
no certificate required, 119; withdrawn, &c., 770. 


** Solicitor,’ writing to the 7'imes of 29th December on high sheriffs’ 
expenses, says Amongst the sheriffs appointed for the ensuing year 
and amongst those on the waiting list there may be several to whom 
the expenses of the Shrievalty are a matter of no moment, but there 
will certainly be many whose incomes are much reduced to whom they 
will be a very serious burden. A great deal of the expense is quite 
unnecessary, but it ought not to be left to the choice of each individual 
as to whether he keeps up all the customary pomp and ceremony of 
the position. All unnecessary expense should be strictly forbidden 
by supreme authority. May I suggest, therefore, that, through the 
Sheriffs’ Department of the Privy Council, an order should be issued 
forbidding the usual processions of javelin men and the giving of 
public luncheons on the occasion of the opening of assizes in county 
towns and the avoidance by high sheriffs of all unnecessary expense 
during the war? . 


The Southern Slav Bulletin, says the Times, gives particulars of the 
trial at Banjaluka (Bosnia) of 156 inhabitants from all parts of Bosnia 
Herzegovina who stand accused of high treason before the Criminal 
Court. The prosecution avers that the accused have been in direct con 
nection with either the Serbian society Narodna Obrana, or the Bosnian 
societies Prosvieta and Srbski Sokol, which societies have propagated 
the Jugoslav idea and the unity of all Southern Slavs, the defendants 
consequently being guilty of high treason. The prosecutor demands 
the death penalty for all the accused. Of the defendants 112 are 
married men, with families numbering 335 children in all; 40 are un 
married men, and four are women. As regards their occupations, 20 
of them are either in private employment or in that of the State, four 
are lawyers, 20 priests, 19 teachers, 44 tradesmen, two medical men, 
nine university students, nine artisans, three landowners, one a servant, 
and 25 are peasants and labourers. 


In the House of Commons on the 20th ult., Lord R. Cecil, replying to 
Commander Bellairs, who asked how many German and Austrian doctors 
and so-called Red Cross employees had been allowed to go through our 
naval blockade, said : The number of such persons given safe conducts 
is eighty-six, and the number of those who were to be allowed to pass 
without safe conducts is sixty-nine. I am not aware of the precise 
number in each category who may have been arrested on the way owing 
to suspicion of fraud, but the number is not large. His Majesty's 
Government have not so far felt obliged to refuse requests made to 
them on the ground of the Geneva Convention for the free passage of 
enemy doctors and Red Cross employees returning to their own country 





from overseas. In most cases doctors and Red Cross officials captured 
or detained by the Germans have been also released. But as in some 
cases they have not done so, his Majesty’s Government are consider} 
the advisability of detaining similar German individuals who ma 
otherwise be returned. Commander Bellairs : Is not the rule invariable 
that they should have passports? Why were they passed through with. 
out passports? Lord R. Cecil: I am afraid I cannot answer that, 
Probably there was some arrangement with the Admiralty of which | 
am not aware. 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
‘Oxford’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes” and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford, 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear. 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘Oxford’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Witt1amM Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette—F RIDAY, Dec 24. 


CASEIN AND MILK INDUSTRIES, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LI QUIDATION),—Creditors ag 
required, on or before Feb 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulan 
of their debts or claims, to F. W. Pixley, 58,Coleman st, E.C., liquidator. 

City Union CLUB, Lrp,—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W. G. Rigden, 
1, Aldermanbury, E.C , liquidator. 

DICKIg Giass & Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on o 
before Jan 14, to send their namesand addresses, and the particulars of 
debts or claims, to Thomas Boardman, 42, Spring gdos, Manchester, liquidator. 

Eric Burton Tours Lrp.—Creditors are(required, on or before Dec 27, to send ther 

names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Bertram Sil- 
cock. 8, Egypt st, Warrington, liquidator. 

RENEW ELEcTRIC Lamp Co., Lrp. — Creditors are required, on or before Jan 24, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Jom 
Edward Percival, 6, Old Jewry, E.C., liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec 28. 


CABNFORTH HEMATITE [RON Co., LTD.—Creditors are required,on or before Jan 2%,to 
send their names and addiesses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, w 
Edward Hobson Walker, Manchester, liquidator. 

P. H. GALLoway, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Clay- 
ton, 72, Albion st, Leeds, liquidator. 

SHEFFIELD ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING Co, LTp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)- 
Creditors are required, on or before Jan 15, to send their names and addresa, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Hoerace Cawood, 68, Eyre #, 
Sheffield, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 21. 

W. H. Horne, Ltd. Chiverstone Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Standard Ribbon and Carbon Manufac- Albion Products Co, Ltd. 

turers, Ltd. County Shipping Co, Ltd. 
Parka Tin Mines, Ltd. Drypool Recreation Club, Ltd. 
Erie Burton Tours, Ltd. Worthing and Sussex Coast Sanitary 
Merco Machine Co, Ltd. Steam Laundry Co, Ltd. 
Amatian (Mexican) Petroleum Syndicate, Grosvenor Co (Merthyr Tsdfil), Ltd. 

Ltd. Changoa Investment Co, Ltd. 
surton Bottling Co, Ltd, 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Dec. 24. 


Mossley, Spinning Co, Ltd. Longholme Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
Sanit Fireprcof Flooring Co, Lid. Policies Association, Ltd. 
Casares & Drabble, Ltd. Colombia Gold & Platinum Syndicate, Lid. 
Trinidad-Cedros Oii Co, Ltd. City Union Club, Ltd. 
Cicoy Magneto Co, Ltd. New Rubber, Ltd. 
Casein &} Milk Irdustries, Ltd. Students Aid Socie y, Ltd. 
Pleasure Parks, Ltd. Castleton Park, Ltd. 
Luna Park (London), Ltd. Gee & Co, Ltd. 
London Gazetto.—TURSDAY, Dec. 28. 
Adola Ltd. Stonemakers, Ltd. 
Mills & Smith, Ltd. P. H. Galloway, Ltd. 
Sheffield Electrical Engineering Co, Ltd. Brown & Seymour, Ltd. 
British Canadian Explosives Co, Ltd. Spalding Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
Newport Pottery Co, Ltd. Wm. Beckworth & Sons (1914), Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIMS. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 26. 


DEACON, THOMAS Hoopes, Swi: don, Auctioneer Dcc. 31 James v. Teagll and anctht 
Sargannt, J. Kinneir, High st, Swindon 

Groupe ANNA MARIA, Fairview, Anstey rd, Peckham Rye May 31 Gibson v. Barrett 
Astbury, J. Gibson, Queen st 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 30. 


LANLON, OBED, St. Allen, Cornwall Jan.1 Lanyon v, Phillips and another Eve, J. 
Nalder, Truro 
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May, HENRIETTA SOPHIA, Coleman st, Winchester Dec. 30 Richards v. May, Judge's 
’ Chambers, -Room 288 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 3. 
L, WILLIAM ROBERT KELLAWAY, Lovacott, Shebbear, Dcvon 
J 's Chambers, Room No. 252 Dade, Queen Victoria st 
carez, FAN Exuy, South Winton, Holdenburst, Southampton Dec, 31 Whittingham 
y. Cattle, Sargant, J. Tattersall, Bournemouth 
James TnoMAS, Fairholt rd, Stoke Newingt~n, Solicitor Jan. 18 Roberts vy. 
Heppel!, Astbury, J. Homewood, Old Jewry chambers 


Dec. 81 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazetle.—FRiDAY, Dec. 17. 


gppm, ANNA MARIA, Pixham, Dorkiog Jan 31 Carr & Co, High Holborn 
aupueR, JAMES, Ben Rhydding, York Jan 29 Rhodes & Hall, Bradford 
SAMURL, Caunton, Nottingham, Labourer Dec 31 Burke, Newark on Trent 
pacon, EDWARD, Westbourne cres, yde Park Jani17 Bircham & Co, Parliament st 
pauprY, ALFRED, Bournemouth Jan1l0 Frere & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Ball, FREDERICK, Nottingham, Architect Jan 21 Johnstone & Williams, Nottingham 
paTBY, HENRY, Great Wenham, Suffolk, Farmer Jan 14 Synnot, Manningtree, Essex 
THoMAS, West Hartlepool, Civil Engineer Jan 20 Harrison & Son, West 
lartlepool 
BOCKELL, ANTHONY, Cho'sey, Berks Feb1 Slade & Son, Wallingford ; 
CATCHPOLE, NATHANIEL HAYOOCK, Lowestoft, Fish Merchant Jan 31 Taylor & Sons, 
orwich 
OR LEOPOLD, Drayton, Berks Feb1 Slade & Son, Wallingford 
(00k, KATHERINE MAUDE, Clacton on Sea Jan 22 White, Clacten 
pg FIGUEIREDO, Jose LvizZ, Lisbon, Portugal Jan 22 Cameron & Co, Gresham 


Dexwes, EDGAR THOMAS MARTIN, Chancery In, Solicitor Jan 31 Dennes & Co, 
Chancery In 

DOLIN. poh Louisa, Penge, Surrey Jan 26 Baddeleys & Co, Leadenhall st 

Daw, SARAH MARGARET, Walsall Jan20 Slater & Co, Darlaston 

faseTs, MARTHA, Darlaston, Staffs Feb1 East & Smith, Birmingham 

GaprsEY, BRIDGET, Liverpool Jan 13 Evans & Co, Liverpool 

@uaisey, SUSAN MaRy, York Feb 1 Crombie & Sons, York : fe 

HAMILTON-GRACE, RAYMOND SHEFFIELD, Frant, Sussex Jan 29 Cripps & Co, Tun- 
bridge Wells 

seeeeeern, EMMA, South Woodford, Essex Jan 17 Prockter & Grimes, Hamilton 
house, Bishops ate 

fisines, ELIZABETH, Stanningley, Yorks Jan 14 Wilson, Leeds 

Hosss, Jos, Beckenham, Kent Jan 31 Elvy & Co, Bedford row 

flopsox, HARRY CHAMPION, Chiswick J n51 Stuart & Co, James st, Covent Garden 

HoveHTon, RICHMOND AYLMER, Ceara, Brazil, South America Jan 21 Stooke-Vaughan 
& Co, Great James st 

House, ELIZABETH, King’s Cliffe, Northampton Jan 31 Sherard & Coombs, Oundle 

Hovss, Joun, King’s Cliffe, Northampton, Farmer Jan 31 Sherard & Coombs, Vundle 

HOWARD-OWEN, ELIZA MADELINE FLORENCE, Sadlorow, nr Chard, Somerset Jan 25 


SOULLARD, JOHN, Southampton Jan31 Hallett & Martin, Southampton 
SMITH, JOHN. Saint Nicholas at Wade, Kent, Farmer Jan 18 binson & Allfree 


Ramagate 
SouTaR, JAMES, Northampton, Leather Merchant Jan 15 Howes & Co, North. 
ampton 
THORNTON, EDWARD OWEN, Warwick rd,Clapton Jan15 Edell & Co, King st 
TILDEN, WILLIAM, Lieut-Col, Winchester Feb1 Warner & Kirby, Winchester 


Broad st builldings 
WHiIrP, EpWIN, Oldham, Cotton Mill Manager Jan 21 Taylor, Oldham 
WILLIAMS, THOMAS JOHN, Cardiff, Optician Jan 31 Stephens & Co, Vardiff 
WILSON, LOUISA JANB, Tunbridge Welle Jan29 Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Wells 
WITHINGTON, LoTHROP, Newburyport, Massachusetts, Genealogist Jan10 Riundell & 
Co, Serjeants’ inn 
Wooprow, ARTHUR THOMAS, Forburgrd, Clapton Jan 10 Avery & Co, Finsbury sq 





London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec 21. 


ALLEN, JoserH, Nottingham, Sinker Maker Jan 8 Blundstone, ELAA, Mansfield, Notts 

BARNETT, DAVID BARON, St Gabriel's rd, Cricklewood Jan 15 Aaron, Moorgate st 

BATH, Most Hon FRANCES ISABELLA CATHERINE, Dowager Marchioness of, Manchester 
sq Jan29 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

BOARD, JAMES, Sheeplays Farm, nr Cowbridge, Glam, Farmer Jan 31 Miles, Cowb idge 

BRACKENBURY, MAULE CAMPBELL, Victoria st, CSI Jan 31 Sanderson & Co, Queen 
Victoria st . 

CaRBUTT, Dame Mary, Hyde Park gdns, Hyde Park Jan 22 Field & Co, Essex st 

COHEN, ABRAHAM PERCY, South parade, Bedford Park, Middix Jan 15 Bartlett & 
Gluckstein, Piccadilly 

CURRAN, MARY, Somerset st, Middix Jani4 Crawford & Co, Cannon st 

DAX, JOHN EDWARD FOLEY, Wellington, Salop Dec 31 Dean & Espley, Wellington 

DIXON, JOHN, Leigh, Lancs Dec 30 Hayward, Leigh 

FALLOWs, SARAH, Blackburn Jan15 Cl ff, Blackburn 

FARWELL, Rt Hon Sir GeorGk, Southwell gins Jan31 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 

HAGLEY, WILLIAM THOMAS, Bath Mar25 Chesterman & Sons, Bath 

HALL, CLARA, Ramsgate Jan 29 Hille & Shea, Margate 

HENDERSON, CHARLES WILLIAM CHIPCHASE, Hexham Jan 31 Cooper & Goodger, N«we 
castle upon Tyne 

HOLDEN, SARAH JANE, West Bromwich Jan28 Vernon & Shakespeare, Oldbury, or 
Birmingham 

HOWRIE, MARGARET, Sunderland Jan 381 Storey & Sons, Sunderland 

JONES, ELIZABETH JANE, Liverpool Jan21 Jones, Liverpool 

JOYOR, WILMOT, Plymouth Jan15 Boase, Penzance 

Kine, HENRY JOHN, Leckford, ur Stockbridge, Southampton Jan 22 
Stourbridge 

KITSON, REYNOLDS HAMILTON, Cheltenhan Jan 31 Stee! & Co, Cheltenham 

KNAGGS, MARIA ELIZA, King Henry's rd, Chalk Farm Jan 21 Pedley & Co, Bush In 

LAWRENCE, ISAAC, Bolton le Sands, Lancs, Coachbuilder Jan 22 Dekeea, Kendal 

LODDER, LOUISE, Craven Hill gdns, Paddington Jan 24 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln's inn 








King & Sons, 


flelds 
MACLEAY, BARBARA Rose, Spencer rd, New Wandsworth Jan 31 Hepworth & Co, 
Coventry House, South p 
MARSHALL, ANN, Lockwood, Huddersfield Jan31 Fisher & Co, Huddersfield 
MITCHELL, JAMES DUNCAN, Withington, Manchester Jan25 Hall & Co, Manchester 
PHILPOT, FLORENCE ARABELLA ISIDORA, Croydon Feb 5 Morley & Ce, Gresham 





Nash, Strand 
Jacques, JAMES, Blackpool Jan 31 Banks, Blackpool 
KuLigy, ALICE ANN, Southport Jan 31 Ines, Manchester 
Kuisgy,GEORGE WILLIAM, Raby, Chester,Farmer Dec 31 Moore & Son, Birkenhead 
KovacHicu, HARRIET, Bedwas, Mon Dec 28 Jones, Bedwas 
Lagat, ROBERT HAMILTON, New Malden, Surrey Jan 18 Rudall, Watling st 
lawis TaEvoR Epwarp, Tynant, nr Radyr, Glam, Mining Engineer Jan 17 Davis, 
iff 


love, WILLIAM, Chiswick, Electrical Engineer Jan 24 Murray, High rd, Chiswick 

MARSHALL, ARTHUR EDWARD, Beckenham, Kent Jan 31 Nelson & Co, Cannon st 

McGazR, Many AGN«s, 8S ,uth side, Clapham Common Feb1 Gibson & Co, Portugal st 

—T FREDERICK LEONARD, Wallasey, Chester, Commiercial Traveller Jan 20 Badger 

Co, Liverpool 

MusgeT?r, MaupE ETHEL, Newlands pk, Sydenham Jan10 Avery & Co, Finsbury sq 

Nevm.8, James, Rawmarsh, nr Rothe:ham, York, Outfitter Feb 1 Oxley & Coward, 
Rothe: ham 

Newton, ANN and SUSANNA CRAWLEY, Cheshunt, Herts Jan 20 Breeze & Wyles, 
Bow rd 

Opry, HANNAH COATES, Burton Dassett, Warwick Jan 13 Fairf x & Barfield, 


Banbu 
Ona, PanvEsicx SAMUEL, Purley, Surrey Jan 19 Woodroffes & Ashby, Westminster 





Bridge rd 
Owes, Ep>warp Mossom, Manchester, East Indian Merchant Feb! Davenport & Co, 
Chancery In 
PARKES, ROBERT, Portamouth Jan 18 Pink & Marston, Portsmouth 
«TON, AMELIA, Southport Feb 1 Bennett & Co, Buxton 
Pmpzrton, RopeRT GEORGE, Vancouver, British Columbia, Teacher of Mathematic 
Jan7 Nuno & Co, Leadenhall st 
Puax, MonTAGUR, Weymouth, Surgeon Jan 27 Warner & Kirby, Winchester 
isk, Harry, Newark upon Trent, Rate Collector Dec 31 Burke, Newark upon Trent 
Rete, SterHEN LAcy, Streatley, Berks Jani5 Devonshire & Co, Frederick's pl 
pore, THOMAS RuMszY, Lawlord, Essex, Farmer Jan 14 Synnot, Manningtree, 
x 


Rosuats, WILLIAM WYNNE, Hinderton, Cheshire Jan13 Evans & Co, Liverpool 
Suter, Henry, Tunbridge Wells Jan 14 Buss & Levett, Tunbridge Wells 





ouse 
PHILPOT, HENRIETTA FLORENCE ISIDORA, Croydon Feb 5 Morley & Co, Gresham 
House 


SCAPING, SARAH LOUISA, Mard:n, Hereford Jan15 Coles, Hereford 


SCHOEPPLER, PHILIP, Mazeno! av, West Hampstead Jan 17 Raphael & Co, Cole- 
man st 
ScoBLE, HERBERT THOMAS, Twyford, Southampton Jan 31 J &C Dodd, High st, 


Lewisham 
SMITH, EDMUND, Leeds #eb1 Middleton & Sone, Leeds 
THOMAS, JANE, Queen's gdns, Hyde Park Febi Tucker & Co, Great Russell st 
TOMKINSON, ELLEN, Bingham, Nottingham Jan 24 Barber, Nottingham 
TYLER, SPENCER WILLIAM, Margate Jan3l1 Emmet & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
WATIs, FANNY [Eastbourne Feb 15 Stapley, Eastbourne 
WERRY, GEORGE FRANCIS, Cowes, Isle of Wight Jan 22 Damant & Sons, Cowes 
WHITE, ALEC HEMSLEY, Southend on Sea Jan_24 Fre.man, Eldon st 
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ARMITSTEAD, GEORGE BARON, Cleveland sq, St James, Westminster Feb7 
& Co, Mincing In 

ATTKINS. ELIZABETH, Altrincham Feb29 Preston & Smith, Manchester 

AYERS, WILLIAM, Walmer Jan3l1 Brown & Brown, Deal 

BASS, SARAH ANN, Luton, Beds Jan28 Cowl, Bowrd 

BAXTER, JOSEPH, Hook, nr Goo'e, Yorks Dec 31 Everatt & Silvester, Goole 

a ARTHUR, Chertsey, Surrey Jan 81 -Dawson & Co, New sq, Lincoln's 
on ° 

BLATHERWIOK, ANN, Salford, Manchester Jan 31 Harrison & Co, Liverpool 

BOLTON, ALEXANDER, Burradon, Northumberland, Grocer Febl Maughan & Hall, 
Neweistie upon Tyne 

BRAUMPTON, FREDERICH RICHARD, Walpole gdns, Chiswick, Pharmacist Feb 5 Wansey 
& Co, Moorga'e st 

BROWNE, WILLIAM ADOLPHUS, Cranleigh, Surrey Jan19 Morgan & Co, Old Broad st 

CARTER, JAMES, Pilling, Lancs, Farmer Jan22 Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 

CHILDS, CHARLES, Rushey green, Lewisham Feb9 Batchelot & Batchelor, Greenwich 

CLARKE, ELIZABETH, Thorley, Herts Febl Hart, Harlow, Es ex 


Coward 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOooORGaTtE 


SrRaaT, LONvowWw, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


LICENSES I 


NSU RANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sesrions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
patte Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 
2. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


X The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPEGTUS. 


WADLEY, WILLIAM, Hampton rd, Forest Gate, Merchant, J.P, Jan 20 Hulbert & Co, 
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DAULBY, (CHARLES, Great Meols, Cheshire, Pawnbroker's Manager Jan 28 Penn/ngton 


& Higson, Liverpool 
Durga, Jousx, Kingston on Thames, 8 /Jicitor 
Thames 
Forster. Ropert, 


Feb 1 


Bewcastle, Cumber’and Jan 20 


FRANK, WILLIAM ANTHONY, Pena’th. Glam, Confectioner Jan 25 


GODFREY-FAUSSETT. GODFREY TREVELYAN, 8t George's sq 
John st, Redford row 

HAENDLER, ADOLPHE, Paris, France Feb | 

HARVRY, Lronanp Sypwey, Lambolle ri, 
Tower st 

HASLAM, EDWARD, Sharples, nt Bolton Feh9 

Hawes, ELIZABETH PoRSON, Sussex gdns, Hyde Park 


Hampstea1 


Jan 
8q 

HAWLEY, ELisHa Jupson, Tolworth. Surrey Jan 31 

Hieains, Groner, Lefevre rd, Bow Jan 1 

HILL, ANDREW, Kendal Postman 

HORLEY, ELEANOR SELINA, Le mington 


Mounsey & Co. Carlisle 


Adler & Perowne, Copthall av 
Feb | 


Cobbett & Co Manchester 
20 Campbell & Co, Golden 


Sherrard & Sons, Gresham st 
Haynes & Co, Bow rd 

Jan 28 Ward & Newsham, Preston 

Jan 81 Wright & Co, Leamington 


WALLIS, Joun, Penzance 
Carter & C6, Kingston on enn re 


Davies, Cardiff 


Jan 22 Ravenscroft & Co, 


Gasquet & Co, Great Clement's In 


=== 


WADSWORTH, ELIZA, Barnsley Feb1 Newman & Bond, Barnsl y 
Jan31 JP&TSt M Milton, Penzince 
WoopWArD, ROSANNA, Wetherden, Suffolk Jan25 Armstrong, Eye, Suffolk 
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ADAMS, ABRAHAM, Bath Feb1 Tacker. Bath 
ARGLFS, FRANK, Wanstewl. Essex, MRCP Feb7 


Masterman & Everington, Panerag 


BARBET, Ga®ToN PAUL ANTOINE, Malesherbes, Paris Jan 25 McMillan tn Mote 
RROOKE, JANE. Chiswck Feb12 Paines & Co, St E-len's pl 
Jan15 Henry & Alfred Maxficld. Sheffield 


CAFPFALL, 


Warmington, Dudley 


Birchin In 


ANNIE MAY, Buxton 
CasH, JonN THoMAS, Dudley, Worcestershire, Bedstead Pacier Jau 31 


DOWLING, GEORGE BARNES, Stu'minster Newton, Dorset, Licensed Victualler 


Thompson @ 


CRANE, ALEXANDER, Gloucester, Coal Merchant Jan1 James, Gloucester 
CROZIER ELEANOR CAROLINE, Bog 
CROZIER. ELEANOR ROBERTA, Waldegrave rd, Upper Norwood 


nor FebS Morray & Co, Birchin In 
Feb8 Murray & 


Jan? 


JEFFERY, MARGARET. Malvern Jan31 Chubb, Devonport 
Jonnson, JOHN, Birkdale, Southport Feb 12 P vace & Ellis, Wigan Creech, Sturminster Newton 
MIDDLETON-WAKE, Rev CHARLES Henry, Adel, Yorks Feb 1 Newman & Bond, 


Barnsley 
MEAD, MARION, Farnborough, Hants Feb7 
Montoomery, Sir Huan CosYNoHaM Gaston, 
Wontner & Sons, Bedford row 


Bart, 


MORLEY, Riowarp, Od Trafford, nr Manchester Feb1l 
chester 
Moss, CHARLES, Henry, Harting Combe, Sussex Jan 31 


ford, Hants 
OpENSHAW, ELIzA, Prestwich. Lancs Jan 81 
PREVOST, ADELAIDE SUSAN, Bury St Austens, 
Viotoria st 
PULLEN, FREDERICK HARRY, IMey, 
REMER, RICHARD SuTTON, Occleston, 
Crewe 
ScANE, RICHARD, or MARY 
SEWELL, ELIZABETH, Durham Jan $1 
SMA'L, Evita, Disraeli rd, Putney Jan 31 
SMALL, WILLIAM, Disraeli rd, Patney, Tobacconist 


Pickstone, 
Rudgwick, 


nr Middlewich, 


Mawson, Durham 


Jan 31 


SHARMAN, CHARLES WILLIAM Blackpool Auctioneer Jan8& Clough, Bury 
E F & H Landon, Brentwood 
Thompson & Debenhams, Clare- 


SPURLING, ELLEN, Brentwood, Eesex Jan 21 


Jan 31 


Squires, Ropert Dewar, St Albans, Herts 
mont sq 

TAYLOR, FREDERICK ARTHUR, New Malden, Surrey, Draper 
bidgs. Gray's inn 

TRITTON, 
hill 


Hvusext Biscor, Sunningdale, Berks Jan 
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Bankruptcy Notices. | 
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Apey, Groner, Reading Reading Pet Dec 7 Ord 
Dec 18 

ARNOLD, CHARLES SAMUEL, Marske by the Sea, Yorks, 
Munitions Worker Middlesbrough Pet Dec 17 Ord | 


Dec 17 

GOODLIFFR, WILLIAM Harry, Leeds, >» ographer's 
Manager Leeds Pet Dec17 Ord Dee 7 

HODDINOTT, GERTRUDE, Torquay hone ret Dec 17 


Ord Dee 17 


HOUSEHOLD FIRELIGHTER AND FIREWOOD (0, TRE, Soutt- 


port, Firewood Manufacturers Liverpool Pet Nov 
26 Ord Dec 16 

HUXLEY, THOMAS CHARLES, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 

MoRRISs, JAMES FREDERICK, Atherstone, Warwick, 
Draper Birmingham Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 


PATTERSON, JOSEPH ERNEST, Manchester, Motor Engincer 
Manchester Pet Dec i6é Ord Dec 16 

RIsriN, JAMES, Kingston upon Hull, Milk Dealer King- | 
stonupon Hull Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 

Sims, MATILDA, Leicester Leicester Pet Deci 
Dec 17 

SMITH, ARTHUR, Hinxhill, nr Ashford, Kent, Wholesale 
Fruiterer Canterbury Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

WHITMARSH, REGINALD POWELL HEAVISIDE, Wa)brook, 


Ord | 


Surgeon High Court Pet Nov 30 Ord Dec 16 
WINTERS, JOHN, |" ra, Baker Peterborough Pet 
Nové Ord Decl 
Woop, Assan Geenae, East Pec 7 Kent, Decorator 
Maidstone Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 
FIRS! MEETINGS. 


BALL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Malmesbury, Wilts, Baker 


Dec 3: at ll Off Rec, 3 , Regent circus, Swindon 
DAVIES, JOHN, Prenteg, nr Tremadoc, Carnarvonshire, 
Farmer Dec 8latl2 Cryyt chmbrs, Chester 





FULTON, DAVID, Runcorn, Cheshire, Music Hall Manager 
Dec 30 at 3 Uff Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

GREENWOOD, WALTER, Mirfield, Cot:on Doubler 
at ll Off Rec, Bauk chmbrs, Corporation st, 
bury 

PYATT, JOHN WILLIAM, Sheffield Dec 30 at 11 
4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

RisPis, JAMES, Kingston upon Hul', Milk Dealer Dec 30 
+ 11 30 Uff Rec, York City Bauk chmbrs, Lowg:te, 

full 

TOCHER, JAMES WILLIAMSON, Washi gtoa Station, Dur- 
ham Dee 3latll Off Rec, 30, Mosh y st, Newcastle 
on Tyne 

W HITMARSH, 
Surgeon 


Dee 380 
Dews- 





Off Rec, 


REGINALD POWELL HEAVISIDE, Walbrook, 
Dec 30at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Cerey st 

A DJUDICATIONS. 
AMSCHEWITZ, Isipor, Threadneedle st Stockhbroker's 


Clerk High Court Prt Apr22 Ord Dec 17 
ARNOLD CHAKLES SAMUEL, Marske by the Sea, Yorks, Mani- 


tions Worker Middlesbrough Pet Deci7 Ord Dee 17 
G OODLIFFE, WILLIAM HARRY, Leeds, Ph tographer’s Man- 
ager Leeds Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 


HARRIS, THOMAS HASTINGS, Fitzroy rd, , Sans Park, 


Money, South sq, Gray's inn 
Chapel st, Belgrave sq 


Radcliffe, Lancs 


Oxford, Chauffeur Jan 20 Franklin, Oxford 
Chester Jan 21 
ANN ScAwnE, Cardiff Feb 6 Annear, Cardiff 


Sloper & Co, Putney hill 


31 





High Court Pet July 23 Ord Dec 1 


Dyas, ELIZA SMITH, 
flelds 
Feb 5 
j borough 
J & E Whitworth, Man- 
chin In 
Shield & Mackarness, Alres- 


bldgs 


Sassex Jan 24 Sedgwick, 


pymt 
Pedley & Co, 


Hornsey 


Longridge rd, Earl's 
EDDOWES, FRANCES LOUISA, Loughboroagh, Leicester 
EV&, FLORENCE NIGHTINGALE, Rossetti gdn mans, Chelsea 


FAVRE, LouIs ANTOINE, Montmorency, France Feb 12 
FiITz-StMows, MARIAN, Carlisle mans, 


GARDNER, JANE, Hythe, Kent Jan 31 
HEPFER, MARGARET SARAH, Ipswich y 
Hopson, EpwArp, Lindenrd, West Green Jan 25 Robins & Grime lall, 


| Doxcay, HELLEN, Danehill, Sussex Jan 29 Dawson & Hart, Uckfi-ld 


Court Fed1 Robinson & Son, Lincoln's fgg 


Jan 20 Woolley & Co, Lough 
Feb8 Murray & Co, Bix 


Paines & Co, 8t Hel-n's pl 


Victoria st Febi4 Hussey & Master, Stone 


Fox, WILLIAM TRIvIT, Oakfield rd, Stoud Green Feb10 Fox, Finsbiry ct Finsbury 


White & Leonard, Bank biégs, Ludgate ei 
Jan 25 Davies, Old Jewry chmbrs 
sank chmbrs, 


JENKINS, NAOMI, Margate Jan 28 Raphael & Co, Coleman st 


Sloper & Co, Putney hill 


Feb1 Herman, Verulam 
Temple chmbrs 
Janson & Co, College 


bury pl 








| HoDDINOTT, GERTRUDE, Torquay Exeter Pet Dec 17 
Ord Dee 17 
a. —\ THOMAS CHARLES, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool 


Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 
KING, ARTHUR JAMES, Southgate rd 
Novl7 Ord Dec 17 


High Court 


MORRIS, JAMES FREDERICK, Atherstone, Warwi-k, Draper 


Birmingham Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

PATTERSON, JOSEPH ERNEST, Manchester, Motor Engineer 
Manchester Pet Dec 16 Ord Dee 16 

RISPiN, JAMES, Kingston upon Hull, Milk Dealer 
ton upon Hull Pet Dec16 Ord Dec 16 

SMITH, ARTHUR, Hinxbill, nr Ashf»rd, Kent, Wholesale 
Fruitere T Canterbury Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

THOMAS, A C, Kingston on Thames, = Engineer 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Sept 2 Ord Dee 1 

VERNHAM, SYDNEY GEORGR, Shaftesbury - Company 
Director High Court Pet July? Ord Dec 17 

WALLACE, WILLIAM, Westbury av, Wood Green Edmon- 
ton Pet Nov19 Ord Dec 16 

WARWICK, ALFRED, Manchester, Cloth Salesman 
Pet Oct1 Ord Dec 17 

WINTERS, JOHN, Huntingdon, Baker 
Nové Ord Dec 18 

Woor, ALFRED Groner, East Peck! am, Kent, Decorator 
Maidstone Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


COWARD, JOHN, Melbury rd, Kensington 
Adjud Dec 5, 1911 Annu! Nov 23, 1915 
ROBERTS, ARTHUR HuGH, Southam ‘ton, Estate Agent 
Smnempten Adjud June 16, 1910 Annual Dee 14 

915 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 
Jacons, Woo.r, Birmingham, Tailor Birmingham Ord 


Feb 6, 1908 Adjad Feb 19, 1908 Annui and Resc 
Dee 10, 1915 


Kings- 


Salford 


Pererborough Pet 


High Court 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ASHBY, CHARLFS EpWARD, Ramsgate, C:al Dealer Can- 
terbury Pet Dec 21 O:d Dac 2 

BENNETT, JOHN, Ecclesfi-ld, Yorks Putcher Sheffield 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 


BRUNSDEN, REGINALD LEONARD, Reading, Chemist 
Reading Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 
CuvOPER, FRANK, Stockport, Cheshire, Grocer Stockport 


Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

DEAKIN, GEORGE, Thryberch, nr Rotherbam, Newsagent's 
Assistant Sheffield Pet Dec21 Ord Dec 21 

DRAKE, CHARLEY, Brighouse, Motor and Cycle Engineer 
Halifax Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec % 

GREEN, JoHN, Reading, Fruiterer Reading Pet Dec 20 
Ord Dec 20 

HAYE*, MARY EDITH SopHtiA, ard EVA MADELINE, CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Coatham, Redcar Yorks Middlesbrough 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

HARRINGTON, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Brighton, 
Brighton Pet Nov 5 Ord Dec 20 

HAYWooD, CEDRIC THOMPSON, Thames Diito , Surrey 
Builder Kingston, Surrey Pet Sept 16 Ord Dec 21 

JACKSON, JOSEPH, Egremont, CLester Birkenhead Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 


Clothier 


TOWNLEY, Rev STUART AUGUSTUS, MA, Southport Jan 31 


' 


Pet | LEWIS, ANNIR, Torquay Exeter ay ee 21 








Jones, WILLIAM, Eccles, Lancs Feb8 Sale & Co, Manchester 

LeWIs ELIZABETH GREAVES, Nottingham Jan 31 Morton, Nottingham 
PETER, HENRY TURING, Hanover sq Feb8 Murray & Co, Birchin In 
SARGEANT, ROBERT, West Hartlepool, Merchant Jan 31 
SHEPPARD, SAMUEL GuRNEY, Wantage, Berks Feb 16 Thorowyo od & Co, Copthalla 
SMITH, WILLIAM, Sindlesham, nr Wokingham, Berks, Farrier Jan 24 Haslewood &Go 


Smith, West Hartlepool 


de Lyons Piks, Bloom. 






JEFFERY, BESSIE JANE, Margate Canterbury Pet Dee® 
Ord Dec 18 
Kresy, JouN, Ne «castle upon Tyne, ae Neweastle 


upon Tyne Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec ¢ 

Ord Peotl 

LOHR, VALENTINE, New Kent rd, Baker Hizh Court 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 22 

McBay, ANN, Caoning Town, Essex 
Nov 29 Od Dec 22 


Mayrow, James, Erdley cres, Earls Court, Aero; 


High Court Bet 


Msnufacturer High Court Pet Nov9 Orda Dee 

NEVILL Rupert WILLIAM Swaythling, or Southampton 
Southampt mn Pet Sept 29 Ord Dec 

PICKERING, MARK, Leicester Leicester Pet Dee 21 Ord 
Dec 21 

PIckETT, R BERT, sen, Ilfracombe, Builder Barnstaple 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Dee 21 

ScRUTON, JOHN HUBERT, Be. keley, Glos, Tailor Glcuceste 
Pet Lec 20 Ord Dec 20 

SLANEY, SAMUEL FRANCIS, Newcastle under Lyme, Gents 
Outfitter Hanley Pet Dec22 Ord Dec 22 

STUBBS, THOMAS BUTTERY HENLOCK, Bromyard, Herefert 


shire, Corn Dealer Worcester Pet Dec 18 Ord 
Dec 18 

Wits, JamMEs JoHN, Bognor, Lodging-house Keepe@ 
Brighton Pet Dec7 vUrd Dec 20 


ORDER ANNULLING, REVOKING, OR RESCINDING 
ORDER. 


SHEARMAN, ARTHUR HUBERT, Worcester, No occupr 
tion Worcester Rec Ord Sept :5 Annul, Re@ 
Resc Nov 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ARNOLD, CHARLES SAMUEL, Marske by the Sea, Yorks 
Munitions W. rker Dec 31 at 11 Off Rec, Com 
chmbrs, Alb rt rd, Middlesbrough 

DAVIES, JAMES, and HUBERT JAMES PYART, Skewes 
Giam, Bake-s Dec 31 at 11 Oi Ree, Government 
bidgs, St Mary's st 

DRAKE, CHARLEY, Brighouse, Motor and Cy‘ le 
Dec 3: at 11.15 County Court House, Prescott % 
Halifax 

GOoDLIFFE, WILLIAM HARRY, Leeds, Pho og aphet’ 
Manager Dec 31 at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bond & 
leeds 

HvUXLEy, THOMAS CHARLES, Liverpool, 
11 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, 


Grcer Jana 
Dale st, Live 


LEAR, CHARLES FRANK EpWARD, Alverstcke, Haat 
Builder Jan 4 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge Juncb® 
High st, Porismouth 

Morris, JAMES FREDERICK, Atherstone, Worwick, —_ 
Jan at 11.30 Ruskin cha brs, 191, Corporation ® 
Birmingham 

PICKERING, MARK, Leicester Jan 3 at 3 Off Reg} 
Berridge st, Leicester Ber 

Sims, MATILDA Leicester Dec 31 at 3 Off Reo, k 
ridge st, Leicester 

STUBBS, THOMAS BUTTERY HENLOCK, Bromyard, Herel, 
shire, Corn Dealer Jan 5 atll Ont Ree, 11, Cope 
hag. n st, W orcester 

Woop, ALFRED GEORGE, East Peckbam, Kent, Decomi 
Jan 5 at3 280A, Highst Rochester 
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Ord Peotl 
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